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Britain’s fault 

No-one should have been surprised or 
shocked by the attempted storming of the 
Channel Tunnel at Christmas by a mob of 
more than 500 illegal immigrants, largely 
Afghans, at Sangatte. The mob were taking 
advantage of a slack period during the 
seasonal break to walk the Tunnel to Britain. 
They were confronted and held off by French 
riot police while train services were disrup- 
ted for 10 hours. It has been confidently 
predicted that further attempts of the same 
kind will be made in the near future. 

The search for scapegoats proceeded 
immediately. The deputy director of the Red 
Cross refugee centre at Sangatte, one Michel 
Meriaux, was blamed for not informing 
either the tunnel operators or the police, 
though he knew of the plan beforehand. Our 
own Government and media have continued 
to blame the French authorities for allowing 
the centre to remain in operation, saying that 
this merely encourages the would-be migrants 
to make a beeline for Sangatte with a view to 
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getting thence to the UK. 

In fact, whatever responsibility may lie 
with M. Meriaux or the French authorities 
for this fiasco, where Britain is concerned the 
chief culprits are our own Government. Of 
all the countries in Europe that have become 
targets for the so-called ‘refugees’, Britain 
has been made the most attractive and is the 
one which most of the refugees want to get 
to. Our immigration controls are a total farce. 
The would-be arrivals know very well that 
they will get good accommodation and ample 
food and living allowances here while their 
applications to settle are being processed. In 
the meantime, it is the easiest thing in the 
world for them to disappear into the interior 
of the country and not be discovered — even if 
the authorities subsequently turn the applic- 
ations down. They also know that, whatever 
the currents of public opinion, New Labour 
itself in fact wants the country to be flooded 
by immigrants as part of its policy of 
‘diversity’. 

One aspiring immigrant stopped at San- 
gatte, Karimi Khram, from Kabul, put it in a 
nutshell: “We will not stop coming. We will 
try every night. We have to make it into the 
i; 

As long as this country remains the chief 
target for the asylum-seekers, they are going 
to make for Sangatte, for there lies the best 
springboard for their attempts to get here. If 
the French authorities closed the refugee 
centre down, they would only go somewhere 
else. They are making their way here because 
it has got around the world that we are the 
biggest suckers of all the countries to which 
they would consider heading. 
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Britain needs to send out a signal to the 
whole world that no more of these immig- 
rants will be allowed in — quite regardless of 
what plausible case they may have for 
asylum. If this involves tough measures at 
our ports of entry to repel the invaders, then 
so be it. They were never forced to come 
here in the first place, and if they don’t like 
the way they’re treated when they arrive, 
then — hard cheese! They only have them- 
selves to blame. Such a policy would not be 
needed for long anyway, as the message 
would soon get through. 

Not that there is the slightest chance of 
this Government, or a Tory Government, 
adopting such a policy. Only the British 
National Party would ever have the courage 
to do that! 


Nonsense about the riots 


Apparently, those who thought they wit- 
nessed hordes of troublemakers, overwhelm- 
ingly Asian, running amok in Lancashire and 
Yorkshire last Summer, attacking people, 
setting fire to cars and shops and smashing 
up neighbourhoods, were experiencing hallu- 
cinations. Though some Asians were involved, 
at least an equal number of Whites were! 

This, at least, is what we are expected to 
think if we believe a report, commissioned 
by the Home Office, which came out last 
month. The report alleges widespread rioting 
by Whites as well as Asians. It puts a great 
deal of blame on the police. It claims that 
so-called ‘right-wing extremists’ played a 
major part in the trouble. It says that some 
politicians have been at fault for not doing 
enough to promote ‘togetherness’ between 
the indigenous and ethnic minority commun- 
ities. It does criticise some Asians too, as if 
as an afterthought. Big deal! 

Just about everyone and everything are to 
blame for what happened — except, of course, 
this and previous governments’ policy of 
allowing vast numbers of unassimilable 
immigrants to flood into Britain over the 
past 50 years. To suggest that that has been a 
factor in bringing about the mayhem simply 
would not do! It all follows a familiar 
pattern: people of the leftist-liberal per- 
suasion (which means just about everyone 
exercising power in modern Britain) create 
catastrophes and then take it out on everyone 
but themselves. And far from acknow- 
ledging that a policy has failed and setting 
about reversing it, they protest that it has not 
been carried out thoroughly enough, and 
they demand that it be enforced with all the 
greater commitment! 

At the centre of this exercise in self- 
whitewashing is a plea in the report for 
greater integration. “It is essential,” it says in 
one part, “to establish a great sense of 
citizenship based on a few common prin- 
ciples which are shared and observed by all 


on the 


month‘s news 


WRECKED! 


This is a what remained of a car showroom in the Manningham district of Bradford last 

July after a mob of Asians had been on the rampage the night before. It’d be better if 

we got more of them to speak English, says a Home Office report — meaning, presum- 

ably, that the mobsters would have been able to identify the function of the premises by 
reading the signs! 


sections of the community.” The solution? 
Well, more of the ethnics need to learn 
English so that they won’t feel ‘separate’ 
from the natives. There must be a sense of 
common ‘British’ nationality uniting every- 
one. Immigrant communities, Asian ones in 
particular, must be less ‘segregated’. 

This, of course, has again opened up the 
inane debate which is not really a debate at 
all: between ‘multi-culturalism’ and ‘multi- 
racialism’. The ‘multi-culturalists’ are seen 
as those who want to maintain the distinct 
identities of the various ethnic communities, 
while the ‘multi-racialists’ are the ones who 
urge integration into a single ‘British’ 
community — a kind of national and cultural 
gleichschaltung, as the Germans would put 
it. Tories like Lord Tebbit have for years 
been urging the latter. Many elements among 
Labour, by contrast, have stood in favour of 
“‘multi-culturalism’. It now seems that the 
Labour mainstream, headed by the Govern- 
ment itself, is inclining towards the Tory 
view. 

The argument, of course, is a red herring: 
an artificially contrived diversion from the 
real issue, which is whether we should have a 
large population of non-European peoples in 
Britain or not — in other words, whether the 
ethnics should stay or whether they should 
go. This magazine has always maintained 
that there is no future for such people in this 
country — nor any future for the country with 
them — whether they are segregated or integ- 
rated, whether they maintain distinct comm- 
unities, identities and cultures or whether 
they are merged into one single stew. The 
latter has always been the American dream 
and principle — the ‘Melting Pot’ — and it has 
failed abysmally. Britain should take note, 
and not be led along the same road. 

Actually, there is another factor of which 
we should be aware which intrudes into the 


race issue. This is that those who call for 
greater integration of the different commun- 
ities have an ulterior motive of their own 
which they prefer to conceal. In a thoroughly 
homogenised ‘multi-racial’ (but not ‘multi- 
cultural’) population, people will be exposed 
just to the one cultural influence: globalist, 
capitalist, materialist, consumerist, liberal, 
permissive and ‘politically correct’. That is 
precisely what our masters seek for us. The 
existence of ‘multi-culturalism’, on the other 
hand, carries the danger that some will be 
exposed to other influences not approved 
within the prevailing orthodoxy — influences 
particularly present in Islam, with its tradit- 
ionalist and authoritarian leanings. We draw 
attention to the radio talk by Dr. W.L. Pierce, 
the text of which is reproduced elsewhere in 
this issue, in which this matter is examined 
in greater detail. 

The right road ahead for Britain lies 
neither in multi-culturalism nor multi-racial- 
ism, but in complete racial separation and the 
eventual resettlement overseas of the non- 
white communities. However, pending this 
becoming possible we believe that of the two 
concepts — multi-culturalism or multi-racial- 
ism — the former is the lesser evil. At least it 
underlines that the Asian and Afro-Caribb- 
ean populations in this country are different, 
are not British and can never become so. 
That, at least, is a start towards the solution 
of the problem. 


Britain made to look ridiculous 


Over the past month or two, thanks to 
Tony Blair, the once-proud reputation of the 
British armed forces has been reduced to one 
of ridicule. Tony wanted, oh so much, to get 
some military glory in Afghanistan — not for 
Britain, of course, but for himself. He knew 
that most of the work in hunting down bin 
Laden would fall to the Americans, but he 


desperately craved to be in on the action 
somewhere so that he could pose as an heroic 
military leader. He therefore sent our troops 
in on the tails of the US forces. 

It then turned out that President Bush 
didn’t really want us there, and so the troops 
were, for the moment, stood down. It was a 
classic case of the noble Duke of York 
marching his men to the top of the hill... 

Undismayed, Tony informed the world 
that after the conflict British forces would be 
on hand to police the progress of the Afghans 
towards ‘democracy’ and all that. 

And that’s the way the state of play stands 
at the moment. The British military, danger- 
ously undermanned and overstretched due to 
savage cuts by Tony’s Government, will 
have a substantial presence in Afghanistan 
acting as political commissars and glorified 
social workers, all at great expense to the 
taxpayers at home, and in defence of no 
recognisable British interest whatsoever. 

What a shambles! What a come-down! 
What a national disgrace! 


George who? 

In one newspaper, the Daily Mail, in 
December no less than thirteen pages were 
given up to the death of a musician. Who 
could this be? Was it some latter-day Beet- 
hoven? Or a Wagner? Or a Sir Edward 
Elgar? No, it was a fellow called George 
Harrison, who once was a member of a ‘pop’ 
group called the Beatles. 

The rest of the media reacted likewise. It 
was as if some cultural icon of monument- 
ally great proportions had left this world, 
leaving us all inconsolably impoverished by 
his departure. 

This editor just about qualified to be a 
member of the younger generation when the 
Beatles first came to prominence in the 
1960s and most of his contemporaries were 
raving about how wonderful they were. He 
recalls hearing them once and being asked by 
a friend what he thought of them. “When I 
want to hear soprano voices,” he replied, “I 
go and listen to women singing.” A little 
later, examination of a photo of the group 
revealed them to look like sopranos as well 
as sounding like them. 

In fact, the influence of the Beatles on 
British life was pretty malignant. Everything 
about them encouraged the decadence that 
became a hallmark of their times and is still 
with us, particularly the liberal attitudes on 
drug-taking that the likes of the Beatles 
encouraged. Millions of young folk looked 
up to them, and saw them as models to emu- 
late — to Britain’s detriment. 

That there should be such an almighty fuss 
when one of them pops his clogs is quite 
beyond our understanding. 

Or again, in view of the times in which we 
live, perhaps not. 
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Spearhead comments on that TV programme 


The BBC does its worst 


IT IS, as they say, easy to criticise 
— and this axiom has additional 
force when a nationalist organis- 
ation like the British National Party 
has just been the target of another 
of the vicious media smears that 
have become habitual over the 
years. The question is raised again 
and again: should the party leader- 
ship have given its co-operation to 
the smear-mongers in the making 
of the programme? Should it not 
have boycotted the whole project? 
Should the head of the party have 
agreed to be interviewed? This 
editor has, on a number of occas- 
ions in the past, been faced with 
these decisions when leader of 
the BNP, and on almost all such 
occasions has judged that more 
harm would be done by a boycott 
than by co-operation -— always 
with the proviso that there should 
be rules to the co-operation which 
the programme-makers are obliged 
to observe. 

In the case of the BBC Panor- 
ama programme on the BNP, 
broadcast on the 25th November, 
a party general members’ bulletin 
stated: “It was clear that the 
BBC... could make the pro- 
gramme even if we refused to 
help. That would have put us in 
the same bracket as criminals or 
secretive terrorist groups...” 


RIGHT TO CO-OPERATE 


We believe that this was 
correct and that the decision to 
co-operate in the making of the 
programme was the right one. 
Just those same considerations 
governed similar decisions made 
by the party’s previous leadership. 
It is very easy for those on the 
sidelines to protest to the 
contrary; they do not have the 
responsibility for ensuring that the 
party has its say in the public 
arena — something it would not be 
able to do if it adopted the rule 
that TV and press reporters who 
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were biased against us should 
never be spoken to or in any other 
way provided with ‘copy’. The 
fact is that media people who are 
biased against us means every- 
one, and that if we refuse to have 


Nick Griffin as seen on the Panorama 
interview. Recent party policy decis- 
ions made the questions difficult. 


anything to do with them they will 
still go ahead and do their worst — 
but without our being able to get 
in our own viewpoint in any shape 
or form. 

The nature of the Panorama 
programme was, of course, totally 
predictable. The party was acc- 
used of being ‘racist’, ‘neo-nazi’, 
‘violent’, ‘anti-semitic’ and full of 
‘criminals’ — par for the course, in 
other words. But there was a new 
dimension to this particular 
hatchet job which should give us 
food for careful thought. It came 
during a period when the BNP has 
been extremely eager to shake off 
the old image of ‘extremism’ cus- 
tomarily given it by journalists and 
broadcasters, and has taken certain 
policy initiatives designed to 
achieve this. One has been the 
formation of an ‘Ethnic Liaison 
Committee’, whose announced 
purpose is to show everyone, by 
getting together with sundry non- 
European ethnic groups, that the 
BNP is not the awful ‘racist’ party 
of popular mythology. Another 
such initiative, similar in kind, has 
been a series of friendly app- 
roaches to certain ethnic comm- 


unities, including Sikhs and 
Hindus, but not Muslims, with the 
same purpose in mind. 

Yet another, which has struck 
even more deeply at the party’s 
fundamental principles and tradit- 
ions, has been the dropping of the 
aim of an eventual all-white Britain 
and a declaration by party leader 
Nick Griffin that, in his view, a bit 
of [non-white] immigration is 
better than none at all (see his 
article in our November issue). 

In the same article Mr. Griffin 
explained these policy changes as 
being to “restrict the opportunities 
we give them [the media] to categ- 
orise us as ‘racist’ or ‘extremist’...” 


BEEB NOT HEARING 


Well, one can only say that this 
message apparently did not get 
through to the makers of the recent 
Panorama programme, who 
depicted the BNP as being just as 
much ‘racist’ and ‘extremist’ as 
the media have ever done. But 
they depicted us as something 
else too. They presented the party 
as a bunch of /iars — claiming to 
have become much more mod- 
erate and respectable but in fact 
being nothing of the kind. Through- 
out the programme there was 
constant reiteration of this theme: 
the BNP, the presenter and her 
colleague kept on saying, are 
trying to deceive the British public 
with all this ‘new’ imagery and 
that the public should not be 
fooled. “Lies, exaggeration, 
evasion” were words used at one 
point. Elsewhere it was stated 
that: “The so-called ‘new-style’ 
BNP is just a front.” 

A lesson should be learned from 
this experience. Tampering with 
fundamental policies just to get 
better media treatment is a wholly 
futile exercise. It doesn’t result in 
our being shown ‘gentler’ but it 
does get us labelled ‘dishonest’ — 
and that is one smear too many. 


When the history of our times comes to be 
written, the Millennium Dome will be seen 
as a metaphor for the Blair Government. 

A grandiose promise unkept. A huge waste 
of public money. Hot air, cronies, lies, deals 
that unravelled ... 

We haven’t punished this Government for 
the Dome yet, but we will one day. The crass 
decisions it makes on a daily basis likewise 
go unpunished, but this won’t continue for 
ever. We’ll crack, and then nothing it ever 
does again will be forgiven. Finally, we’ll 
see the message in the shambles of the Dome. 

PETER McKAY 
Daily Mail (24.12.01) 


This is the most successful culture the 
world has ever seen — not just in its influence 
but in its provision for the common people. 
Poverty is almost non-existent, compared 
with the grinding horrors of the Third World. 

All societies are dynamic and in a state of 
flux; but we should not allow cultures which 
are comprehensive failures — and from which 
people are desperate to escape — to be 
accepted as equal to our own. 

JOHN RIPPENGAL 

Letter in The Daily Telegraph (27.12.01) 


The Government’s penchant for neo-imp- 
erialist intervention is the more fraught with 
danger because the Reverend Blair is himself 
a fresh incarnation of the self-righteous 
Christian zeal that inspired some of the great 
Victorian proconsuls in their time. In his 
emotional sermons to the Labour Party con- 
ference and last month’s Guildhall banquet, 
he proclaimed a mission to lead the world in 
rescuing the continent of Africa (and other 
backward regions of the world) from poverty, 
tyranny, chaos and violence. As General de 
Gaulle might have said, projet ambitieux. 
But, if it proves more than the usual Blairite 
tele-evangelism, the British armed forces can 
look forward to many future Sierra Leones 
or, worse still, large-scale African Bosnias 
and Kosovos. 

CORRELLI BARNETT 
The Spectator (8.12.01) 


The so-called problem of race is really 
part of the problem of being human. ‘Rac- 
ism’, a term which has been conveniently 
imbued with nazi evil, is no more than a 
natural, universal and probably ineradicable 
instinct for preferring the accustomed to the 
unfamiliar. 

Can any amount of pseudo-moralistic, 
guilt-inducing bullying abolish that most 
harmless instinct? Can even the mighty app- 
aratus of the race-relations industry ‘solve’ 
that bogus ‘problem’? Can laws and brain- 
washing make everyone an indistinguishable 
subject of that planned New World Order in 


which all races, all nations, tribes, neigh- 
bours and families will have been abolished? 
What misery, death and destruction will acc- 
ompany the effort to realise that unattainable 
end? 

Out of the present uproar, if we keep our 
heads, one good thing may come. The all- 
party censorship that for 50 years has prev- 
ented any open and honest discussion of the 
consequences of mass immigration may 
loosen its grip at last. 

PETER SIMPLE 
The Daily Telegraph (14.1201) 


Civil libertarians should be worried about 
what is taking place in The Hague, where 
Serb nationalists are being railroaded by a 
Swiss woman who thinks she’s Torquemada, 
and looks like him to boot. Or in Zimbabwe, 
where a maddening spiral into chaos and 


TONY WITH 

THE TROOPS 
Although the Prime 
Minister has never 
worn uniform him- 
self, he loves posing 
with representatives 


of Britain’s armed 


forces. Here he is on 
a trip to Macedonia 
in 1999 (see Richard /* 
Littlejohn on this [@ 


page) 


violence is taking place in order for that 
murderous thug Mugabe to continue living it 
up. What about the civil rights of the white 
farmers who made the country what it was 
before Mugabe stole it all? Not to forget the 
plight of the Palestinians, who are being 
pounded as I write and paying the price for 
the actions of the madmen of Hamas and war 
criminals like Sharon. Occupation, after all, 
and the taking away of one’s dignity, is an 
act of violence. 
TAKI THEODORACOPOULOS (‘TAK’) 
The Spectator (15/22.12.01) 


As things stand, our children and grand- 
children seem destined to suffer the same 
frustrations as we do. Perhaps their traffic 
jams will be even worse, their train journeys 
even slower. Those who govern us seem 
determined to carry on the old tradition com- 
bining under-investment and ineptitude — an 
indictment of our political masters as well as 
our civil service. Meanwhile, our Prime 
Minister’s mind is hovering somewhere over 
Afghanistan. 

The only hope, if he ever comes down to 
earth, is that he may realise that the British 
people could finally rouse themselves from 


their torpor and their dull acceptance of the 
second-rate. Perhaps he will fear that we will 
not forgive New Labour after nine years, as 
we did after four, for presiding over a gently 
declining transport system. Perhaps sheer 
terror will galvanise Tony Blair into decisive 
action. But I wouldn’t bet on it. 
STEPHEN GLOVER 
Daily Mail (27.11.01) 


On Tuesday I wondered if the lives of 
British troops were being put on the line in 
Afghanistan for the sake of the Prime 
Minister’s vanity. 

Now we know the answer. 

Tes 

The only question now is whether Blair 
flies out to join them before Christmas. 

As I suspected, the PM is peeved that he 
hasn’t got enough of the credit for the milit- 


ary success in Afghanistan. 

That’s why he’s so keen to commit British 
servicemen and women to lead the peace- 
keeping force. 

He has no mandate for that, either from 
Parliament or public opinion. 

The deal most of us thought we were 
signing up for was military action against bin 
Laden and the Taliban. 

We didn’t agree to British forces being 
bogged down indefinitely once the war was 
over, playing PC Plod in downtown Kabul. 

Anyone trying to prevent the warring 
factions tearing each other apart in Aghan- 
istan is on a loser. 

But nothing must be allowed to come 
between the Grinning Jackanapes and a photo 
opportunity. 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (14.12.01) 


Rock is the youthful spirit of chaos 
expressed as rhythm and harmony. It’s lust, 
anger, mutiny, mayhem, madness. Rock isn’t 
there to bring people together but to smash 
the world to pieces. 

LLOYD EVANS 
The Spectator (15/22.12.01) 
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PARALYSIS! 


A COMMON THEME with regard to 
present-day Britain is that almost nothing 
runs properly. We have a Third World 
health service and a Third World public 
transport system. Our education has for 
many years been a national scandal. Our 
manufacturing industry has virtually 
collapsed, with what little is left of it 
owned largely by foreigners. The handling 
of the recent foot-and-mouth crisis was a 
cock-up from start to finish and was 
allowed to cut huge holes in our fragile 
farming industry. Our towns and cities 
are untidy, dirty and, increasingly, ugly — 
with tenth-rate standards of local govern- 
ment. Our immigration ‘controls’ are a 
total shambles, with the world and his 
wife being able to cross our borders with 
impunity. Law and order have completely 
broken down, while our social fabric 
disintegrates. Our foreign policy is just a 
joke, corresponding in no way to vital 
national interests but just following the 
latest prime ministerial whim. Tony Blair 
makes speeches against terrorism around 
the world, while capitulating to terrorism 
at home. We cannot even get right such 
things as a modern national sports stadium 
or the Millennium Dome. In short, Britain 
has become a depressingly incompetent 
country in almost every sector of affairs. 

In a two-page focus on transport problems 
published in the Sunday Times of November 
25th it was stated that: “Trains, planes and 
cars are grinding to a halt as our national 
infrastructure crumbles. With improvements 
stuck in the bureaucratic slow lane, why 
can’t we plan for the future?” 

It is not as if national life flowed blithely 
on, with most people ignorant and uncon- 
cerned about the diminished quality of 
services; all of these have been the subjects 
of quite animated public debates in the press 
and on television. The Sunday Times item 
was merely one of many that have focused on 
what is wrong. There have been some quite 
sound contributions by journalists to analy- 
ses of transport, NHS and education defic- 
iencies, and indeed most others — with the 
notable exception of our problems of race, 
where a clear taboo exists against any serious 
examination of where we are going astray. 

We might look briefly at three areas of 
particular prominence where millions of 
words have been printed and where in fact 
we do not lack an enlightened consensus as 
to what needs to be done:- 


@® EDUCATION: Few any longer believe in 
the permissive, child-centred learning methods 
that came into vogue in the 1960s, in which 
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pupils were given an input into decisions 
concerning class curricula, school discipline 
went out of the window and vital subjects 
such as geography and history subjected to 
Ignorance of what is 
wrong with Britain is 
not our problem, says 
JOHN TYNDALL. The 


problem ts that we 


lack the institutions 
and the kinds of 


people to get things 
done. 


political correctness where not abandoned 
completely. In recent years there has been a 
growing awareness of the need to revert to 
traditional teaching methods. It has been 
reported that some improvements in exam 
results are now visible, but in view of the fact 
that test papers have been made so much 
easier by comparison with what they used to 
be it is difficult to evaluate these claims. 
Even putting the best complexion on devel- 
opments, our educational standards still 


VICTIMS OF GOVERNMENT INCOMPETENCE 


place us very near the bottom, if not actually 
at the bottom, of the European league. 

@ THE HEALTH SERVICE: For years, 
including the many years of Tory govern- 
ment prior to 1997, this public sector has 
been a disgrace. It is now widely recognised 
that the service is grossly underfunded by 
comparison with those of our neighbours in 
Europe, but it is also recognised that money 
alone is not the problem. We have observed 
that in countries like France and Germany, 
where vastly higher standards prevail, these 
standards are achieved by a combination of 
private and public sector health care; yet the 
prevailing ideology still warps the attitude of 
government towards the former, and improve- 
ments still are not visible. We suffer the 
regular indignity of seeing needy patients go 
abroad for the treatment they cannot get at 
home, and now government has consented to 
pay for this, even when it is private. Whilst 
this decision had to be made, it is sympto- 
matic of a total national impotence in health 
matters. 


TRANSPORT: As many a press comm- 
entary testifies, Britain is simply not getting 
there. The land that gave the world railways 
now has a railway system that is a disgrace, 
with dirty, scruffy trains that constantly 
arrive late at dirty, scruffy stations; in which 
journeys are scandalously overpriced; and in 


These demonstrators are threatened with the loss of their livelihoods in businesses 
connected with the farming industry in Cumbria, now in dire peril as a result of the 
mishandling of the foot-and-mouth crisis. 


which safety standards are among the world’s 
worst. Where travellers opt for other forms 
of transport, they have to contend with 
mostly poor bus or underground services or 
are condemned to drive their cars on over- 
congested roads, badly constructed and in 
constant need of repair, while they are for 
ever penalised by rising road fund tax and 
petrol prices. While in the health service we 
suffer from inadequate privatisation, in the 
field of transport we have far too much. The 
privatisation of the railways has proved a 
fiasco, with shareholders’ profits for ever 
coming before passenger convenience and 
safety. But even before this happened rail 
travel was a nightmare for millions. We have 
been talking about these things for years, and 
there are plenty of bright ideas for improve- 
ment. We observe how other countries 
manage things better, but that is all we ever 
do: observe — and complain. 


Overview needed 


What then can be done? It is at this point 
that we need to take a few paces back from 
our problems and endeavour to acquire a new 
focus — a kind of overview. Current debate, 
whether it be about transport, health, edu- 
cation or a host of other national sores, 
suffers from our being too close to the issues 
in question: too preoccupied by the details 
and the theory. What we should really be 
concerned about is the fact that after decades 
of awareness of things being badly wrong — 
decades of Tory governments as well as of 
Labour governments, decades of national 
‘leaders’ of many types, decades of intro- 
spection and talk — these things have not 
improved but have only got worse. What has 
been lacking is action. What has prevailed is 
paralysis. Why have fine theories and intell- 
igent criticism — which have been in ample 
supply — not been translated into clear policy, 
backed up by the wi// to get results? 

There can only be two answers, both inter- 
linked: that our institutions are inadequate to 
the tasks, and that the people who rise 
through them just are not up to the job. 

I was reminded of the latter problem on an 
occasion a few years back when I attended an 
election count. Our BNP contingent got into 
an argument with the Labour crowd (initiated 
by the latter, I might add). After hearing them 
talk for about twenty minutes, I was left 
wondering what there was where their brains 
were supposed to be. They were absolute 
cretins, almost every one of them. One doesn’t 
mind a bit of disagreement when it is intell- 
igently expressed; then one can have an 
interesting discussion, and even perhaps learn 
something. But the opposition of these 
creatures was the opposition of mentally 
backward yahoos. And they looked the idiots 
that they sounded. In due course we learned 
that some of them were borough councillors, 
no less! After seeing them and listening to 
them, we could easily work out why local 
services were at such abysmal levels, why 


THIRD WORLD 


RAIL SYSTEM 
Britain’s inefficient trains have been a national scandal for a long time, but nothing 
effective is ever done to put things right. 


almost nothing worked, why sacks of refuse 
piled up in the streets and neighbourhoods 
became so badly maintained. I have never 
allowed myself the dubious pleasure of being 
in the gallery at council meetings, but some 
of my friends have. They testify uniformly 
that the level of debate would discredit a 
rowdy kindergarten. We can of course watch 
and hear parliamentary proceedings now on 
television, and we find that even the ‘élite’ of 
the whole country are little better than the 
pathetic dwarfs who grace our chambers of 
local government. In the case of many of 
them, their private lives are as seedy and 
sordid as their contributions to national 
politics. These — believe it or not — are our 
governors. They make our laws and deter- 
mine our destiny as a nation. When one sees 
and hears them in the flesh, one shudders at 
that thought. They are the lance corporals 
and privates — even at times the escapees 
from the guard house — who in a crazily 
dysfunctional army strut about in the uniforms 
of generals. No wonder we’re where we are! 


Needs of political reform 


In The Eleventh Hour | pinpointed the 
problem. In a chapter headed ‘The Political 
System’ I listed some requirements essential 
for us to achieve good government, namely:- 


“First and foremost, we must recruit into 
political life a much higher calibre of person 
than is the norm in British politics today. 
Currently, our men and women of public 
affairs are simply too small in both mind 
and character to be able to cope with the 
great issues with which they are confronted. 
Whatever means are required to elevate to 
the top those people with the highest leader- 
ship qualities must be adopted. In addition 
to this, politics must be given the status of a 
proper profession, which, as with other pro- 
fessions, people can only practise when they 
have obtained qualifications of proven com- 


petence. 

“Government, once elected, must be given 
proper powers to act in accordance with the 
will of the people who have elected it. It 
must be immunised from the pressures of 
special sectional interest groups, partic- 
ularly of finance, and be enabled to carry 
out, unhindered, the policies necessary to 
the nation’s good. 

“A way needs to be found to take party 
warfare out of politics. The nation cannot 
be governed well when a large faction in 
parliament has a vested interest in it being 
governed badly... 

“Ministers in charge of the departments of 
government should be experts in their fields 
and not amateurs. To bring this about, it 
should be possible for them to be selected 
from the pool of managerial talent of the 
whole population, not solely from elected 
MPs.” 


Current politics in Britain constitute 
something of a vicious circle. Our political 
institutions are ancient, moth-eaten and 
designed for times long gone. In addition, 
today they are corrupt and wholly lacking in 
any spirit of patriotism or public service. An 
atmosphere of self-seeking cynicism pervades 
every corner, not unlike in the final days of 
Sovietism in Russia and Eastern Europe, 
when the ideals of the political Spring had 
long given way to the ethics of the apparat- 
chik, who thought only of his place in the 
pecking order, his comrade’s perks, his 
comfortable datcha and his pension; when 
the slogans of youth were parroted as before 
— but no longer with belief, only with the 
smirk of resignation and obsequiousness — a 
booking of tickets to security and (perhaps) 
honours. 

Into this cesspit are sucked the meanest 
and smallest spirits of the times: the inade- 
quate little people who in ordinary life would 
never rise above the status of minor clerks 

Contd. overleaf 
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PARALYSIS! 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


but whose breasts burst with egotism and 
ambition. They join political parties or trade 
unions and soon become important by taking 
on jobs that no-one else wants to do. Before 
long they have fancy titles which give them a 
grossly inflated sense of their own worth. 
After a little while on the gravy train, they 
learn that progress up the ladder depends on 
kissing the right backsides, and in every way 
and at all times reciting the ‘correct’ party 
line of the moment. In such careers genuine 
executive talent or leadership counts for little 
beside a mastery of the tricks of the party 
game: first the tricks of outbidding rivals for 
the approving eye of the party leader, then 
later the tricks of scoring points in debate 
against the political Opposition. 


The virtues of subservience 


In all this process, subservience is an 
essential attribute. Individuals of pride and 
honour, with minds of their own, cannot last 
five minutes in the political rat-race. Enoch 
Powell set a precedent for this more than 
thirty years ago, and the lesson has not been 
lost on his successors. Place-men and -women 
are what are required, and they are the kinds 
who come forward. In all this, ability counts 
for little. 

Within parties, ‘getting on’ involves sub- 
servience to the party leader and sometimes 
to the party whips who enforce the leader’s 
will. But once one gets to the very top 
subservience of another kind, and at another 
level, comes into play. The rising politician 
comes in time to understand that ‘demo- 
cracy’ is just a racket and a front. Behind that 
front, wholly different forces are in 
command — forces not imagined by the little 
party-joiner who signs up for the first time 
and covets a seat on his branch committee. 
Very, very powerful people have to be 
appeased: billionaire financiers; press and 
TV barons who dwell in their own strato- 
sphere of patronage and influence; political 
‘fixers’ who operate in shady corners behind 
the scenes. In due course it is discovered that 
these people owe allegiance to no country; 
their stage is international and their loyalties 
are to ‘World Order’. They feel no respon- 


A noted New Labour backer who has paid over 
£5,000 for dinner tickets with the party’s élite in 
Just one year alone is David Alliance, now knighted. 
Born in Iran, Alliance left that country after com- 
plaining of ‘persecution’, just as did the Saatchi 
brothers in Iraq. The cynical might like to ask if the 
native people of this country haven’t also suffered 

‘persecution’ from the likes of the Saatchis via trash 
art, nauseating adverts and pernicious propaganda 
designed to get rubbish prime ministers elected. 

Alliance is the Chairman of the N. Brown mail 
order group, and holds a third of the shares of the 
company, giving him a dividend income of £3.9 
million a year. Until 1999, Alliance was the Chair- 
man of Coats Viyella, the textiles group, and he still 
holds 12,000,000 shares in that company. While 
still in charge of Coats Viyella, the decidedly un- 
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BLAIR 

Only through inadequate political instit- 

utions could a person like him rise to 
prime ministerial rank. 


siblity to electorates, which consist of mere 
productive workers and public servants 
whom they despise — except when such 
people are called upon to supply military 
cannon fodder for their ever more frequent 
globalist wars. 


Self-exclusion by the best 


Men and women of genuine character and 
ability are repelled by the racket and want no 
part of it. They thus follow careers outside 
politics where they might do something 
useful for their country and people, and at the 
same time preserve their self-respect. So into 
the breach step the tadpoles of society, who 
by brown-nosing their way upwards can 
become government ministers, even premiers! 
Thus a creature like Tony Blair can attain the 
highest political rank, while around him 
assemble a band of no-hopers who are 
granted the distinction of being called a 
Cabinet! Then with that scenario created, 
jobs for the boys and girls are doled out like 
presents at a Christmas party. Loyalty in 
some past party emergency is not forgotten 
as one is given foreign affairs, another the 


The party of the 
British working man 


academic Alliance was given an honorary degree 
by the University of Liverpool on the same day as 
his firm made hundreds of job cuts in the Mersey- 
side area. This must be one of the biggest blunders 
made by Liverpool University since the time it gave 
a honorary degree to ‘Bomber Harris’ just six 
months after the incineration of Dresden. Any sense 
of decency must fly out of the window as soon as 
donations are in the air! 

The total family wealth of the Alliances is 
estimated to be not far short of £500 million. 

David Alliance is a prominent member of the 
Israel-British Chamber of Commerce, whose board 


chancellorship, yet another education, yet 
another health. Capability? Qualifications? 
Experience? You’re joking! This is politics 
— moreover the politics of a liberal 
democracy! 

In any public or private concern devoted 
to serious business, the incompetence of 
these kinds of people would quickly be 
spotted and they would be out on their ears. 
But in modern politics what counts is not 
competence but subservience, and also ‘spin’ 
— to be precise, the ability to appear more 
clever and more smart, more interesting and 
more glamorous, than the Opposition. If 
Britain currently had an Opposition of even 
moderate calibre, able to out-spin New Labour 
in these popularity stakes, Blair & Co. 
would have been kicked out last June. But 
what Britain has for ‘Opposition’ is the Tory 
Party! So Blair & Co. continue to get away 
with it while Britain continues to rot. 

What we see here is a phenomenon not 
confined to this country; it prevails to one 
degree or another throughout the so-called 
‘free’ world. Hence as Britain gets leaders 
like Blair and Major, the United States is 
afflicted with the likes of Bush and Clinton, 
France with Chirac and Germany with 
Schréder. Across the world — at least across 
the West — the giants have departed and the 
pygmies are in control. Britain is except- 
ional only in so far as the sickness here has 
taken on a particularly virulent form, and 
manifests itself in even greater political 
ineptitude than is demonstrated elsewhere. 
In these other countries a capacity still exists 
for running some public services with a 
modicum of intelligence and purpose. Here 
there are no such blessings. Here the inmates 
have more or less taken over the asylum, and 
nothing works but propaganda — the 
supreme achievement of ‘Cool Britannia’, 
the one industry that is in profit. 

We shall not see improvement until we 
tackle the problems at first base. We must 
devise better institutions and we must recruit 
better leaders. Both are, as indicated earlier, 
mutually interdependent. 

Precisely how we should do this and what 
new form the institutions should take is 
something that belongs to another study. 
First, we have to identify the problem before 
we can talk about the solution. 


includes car tycoon Sir Trevor Chinn, formerly a 
Thatcher backer and now one of Tony’s paymasters. 
Alliance also plays a role in The Israel Centre for 
Social and Economic Progress, a rather peculiar 
body devoted to bringing the benefits of Friedman- 
ite economics to Israel itself. Though such policies 
have been imposed on goyishe nations for decades, 
Israel has never accepted the ‘benefits’ of rampant 
capitalism, anymore than it has accepted those of 
multi-culturalism. Among his fellow Friends of The 
Israel Centre for Social and Economic Progress 
are Tory Party Treasurer Stanley Kalms, New 
Labour donor Maurice Hatter and even convicted 
fraudster Gerald Ronson. Other interesting Friends 
include Sir Leslie Porter, husband of Tesco heiress 
Shirley Porter and Walter Goldsmith. 1.B. 


The following is an edited version of a 
talk given by Dr. William L. Pierce on the 
radio programme American Dissident 
Voices. The opening passages of Dr. Pierce’s 
talk have had to be deleted because a 
number of references in them would be in 
violation of laws in Britain which make it a 
criminal offence to comment unfavourably 
on specific racial groups, and in later parts 
of the talk we have had to make odd delet- 
ions or amendments for the same reason. 
In the opening passages Dr. Pierce builds 
up to his main theme, which is that of how 
he believes the organised Jewish commun- 
ity in the United States should view with 
concern the flooding of the country by ethnic 
groups, such as Mexicans and Asians, 
whom it may not be possible to assimilate 
into the mainstream population but who are 
likely to establish and expand their own 
distinct communities. The issue has direct 
relevance to our situation in Britain, where 
presently there is an ongoing debate 
between the adherents of ‘multi-cultural- 
ism’ and ‘multi-racialism’, upon which we 
have focused in this month’s What We 
Think column. We take up Dr. Pierce’s drift 
at the point at which he puts the spotlight 
on a paper produced by a prominent 
spokesman for American Jewry 


I'll give you a concrete example. And, 
really, the only way to deal with a subject 
like this is to study concrete examples: 
many concrete examples; to look at the 
details. My example today is a recent paper 
written for the Centre for Immigration 
Studies by Dr. Stephen Steinlight. Dr. 
Steinlight spent more than five years as the 
director of national affairs for the American 
Jewish Committee. He’s certainly no fringe 
Jew, but is right at the core of Jewish 
power. His paper, which you can find for 
yourself on the Internet at c/s.org, is titled 
‘The Jewish Stake in America’s Changing 
Demography’. It is a paper written by a 
Jewish leader primarily for his fellow Jews, 
and so is perhaps a bit more revealing of 
Jewish attitudes than it would be if it were 
addressed to the general public instead. 

The general theme 
of Steinlight’s mess- 
age is that US immig- 
ration policy, as it 
stands today, is not as 
favourable to Jewish 
interests as it might 
be. In fact, he sees 
some real dangers for 
his fellow Jews if imm- 
igration policy isn't 
changed soon. The 
main danger he sees is 
the loss of the Jewish 
ability to control the US 
government. Now, he 
indicates, the Jews 
have a tight grip on 
things; through their 
control of the media 
they are able to control 
public opinion. But, he 
frets, with so many 
diverse races pouring 
across the US borders 
so fast, and with the 


new immigrants retaining their own racial 
loyalties instead of assimilating into the 
cosmopolitan mass of the general public, 
the Jews may lose their grip. When more 
than half of the US population becomes 
non-white during the next 30 or 40 years, if 
the various minorities still have any sort of 


Zionistapprehensions 
aboutim migration and 
m ulti-culturalism , 
examined by 
Dr. WILLIAM L. PIERCE 


separate group identities, the Jews may no 
longer be able to control the outcome of 
elections. 


CONTROLLING THE FLOW 


The way around this danger, according 
to Steinlight, is not to halt non-white imm- 
igration. Instead it is to shift the make-up of 
the immigrant flow in a way so as to make 
it easier for the Jews to control them and 
to slow the flow if necessary, so that 
the new immigrants can be integrated 
into the mass — and controlled along 
with the mass — rather than retaining 


THE ISLAMIC PRESENCE 


Zionists are seriously worried at the setting up of communities they cannot be 


sure to control. 


their separate identities. 

Well, that’s Steinlight’s message in 
broad outline, which is interesting in itself; 
but it’s in the details of the way in which he 
says it that we can see his deception. | can’t 
read Steinlight’s whole paper to you, 
because it’s 26 pages long; but I'll try to 
give you the general flavour with just a few 
excerpts. For example, he carries on for 
pages about how wonderful democracy is 
— the will of the people, equality, and all 
that — and how important it is to preserve 
democracy. And then on page seven he 
says, and | quote: “Is the emerging new 
multi-cultural American nation good for the 
Jews? Will a country in which enormous 
demographic and cultural change, fuelled 
by unceasing large-scale non-European 
immigration, remain one in which Jewish 
life will continue to flourish as nowhere 
else in the history of the Diaspora? |n an 
America in which people of color form the 
plurality, as has already happened in Calif- 
ornia, most with little or no historical 
experience with or knowledge of Jews, will 
Jewish sensitivities continue to enjoy 
extraordinarily high levels of deference and 
will Jewish interests continue to receive 
special protection? Does it matter that the 
majority of non-European immigrants have 
no historical experience of the Holocaust or 
knowledge of the persecution of Jews over 
the ages and see Jews only as the most 
privileged and powerful of White Amer- 
icans?” (end of quote). 

You really need to read that statement 
over two or three times and let it sink in to 
get the full impact: to realize that Steinlight 
has just announced that Jewish interests 
get special protection because Americans 
want to make up for the persecutions they 
have been led to believe that Jews suffered 
more than 50 years ago during the so- 
called ‘Holocaust’; that it is dangerous to 
let immigrants in who haven’t been indoct- 

rinated with ‘Holocaust’ propaganda, 
because they might see Jews for what 
they really are, namely, the most 
privileged and powerful group in 
America. But how nicely Steinlight 
says that: how 
smoothly! 

Well, Steinlight goes 
on to complain that 
Jews already are losing 
some of their power. He 
mentions the Jews in 
the Congress who have 
been replaced by 
Asians and Hispanics, 
and he asks whether 
Jews can hope ever 
again to have ten 
Jewish senators, as 
they do now, if present 
immigration trends 
continue. 

We should note that if 
the Jews were 
represented in the 
Senate in proportion to 
their percentage of the 
population there would 
be only two Jewish 
senators now instead 
Contd. overleaf 
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FROM THE HORSE’S MOUTH 
(Contd, from prev. page) 


of ten. And then Steinlight asks, and | 
quote: “How long do we actually believe 
that nearly 80 per cent of the entire foreign 
aid budget of the United States will go to 
Israel?” 

Steinlight says, and again | quote: “Not 
that it is the case that our disproportionate 
political power (pound for pound the 
greatest of any ethnic/cultural group in 
America) will erode all at once, or even 
quickly. We will be able to hang on to it for 
perhaps a decade or two longer. Unless and 
until the triumph of campaign finance 
reform is complete, an extremely unlikely 
scenario, the great material wealth of the 
Jewish community will continue to give it 
significant advantages. We will continue to 
court and be courted by key figures in 
Congress.” (end of quote). 

Steinlight’s paper is really fascinating 
reading. He says all of the typical, mealy- 
mouthed things about democracy and 
equality and so on, sounding like a true- 
blue, public-spirited, patriotic American — 
and then he lets slip the real reason why 
many Jews love democracy so much: it is 
because their wealth gives them such an 
advantage. And gradually one begins to 
understand that, as Steinlight sees it, the 
Jews’ whole concern about immigration 
and politics is Jewish power: that’s all that 
he believes concerns them. And Steinlight 
actually communicates that message to his 
fellow Jews, but he heaps on so much 
obfuscation that the average Gentile will 
never get it. 


‘DIVIDE AND CONQUER’ 


Here’s another little gem from Stein- 
light’s paper. After mentioning how rapidly 
the political power of the Hispanic segment 
of the US population is growing and how 
racially self-conscious this segment is, 
Steinlight says, and again | quote: “For 
perhaps another generation, an optimistic 
forecast, the Jewish community is thus in a 
position where it will be able to divide and 
conquer and enter into selective coalitions 
that support our agendas.” (end of quote). 
Did you catch that bit about “divide and 
conquer”? Of course, that was the motive 
driving the Zionists’ campaign for the new 
immigration law in 1965 that brought in 
the flood of non-white immigrants who 
have so drastically darkened America in 
recent decades, and it is the motive behind 
the Zionists’ insistence now that our 
borders be kept open and that the govern- 
ment do virtually nothing to halt illegal 
immigration. The motive from the 
beginning was to dilute White political 
strength, to multi-culturalize America, so 
that Whites couldn't gang up on the 
Zionists: so that the 2.5 per cent of the 
population that is Jewish could continue to 
control the other 97.5 per cent that is not 
Jewish. 

And Steinlight admits the virtual Jewish 
unanimity on the immigration question as 
well as the decisive role Jews have had in 
shaping the US government’s immigration 
policy, but his admission is cloaked in all of 
the standard mush about sympathy for the 
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underdog and how the Jews always have 
been against racism and so on. 

But now, Steinlight is telling his fellow 
Jews: now is the time for us to change 
America’s immigration policy again, so that 
we Jews can continue to hang on to our 
power. We need to have fewer Muslim 
immigrants and others we are less likely to 
be able to control, and we need to slow 
immigration down so that the new non- 
white immigrants can lose their own sense 
of identity, shed the influences from their 
home countries, and become fully ‘Amer- 
icanised’ — which means fully subject to 
Jewish control through the mass media. 

And Steinlight comes right out and says 
how that control is to be exercised. He says 
— quote — “It is also true that Jewish econ- 
omic influence and power are dispropor- 
tionately concentrated in Hollywood, tele- 
vision, and in the news industry.” And 
then, a few pages later, after saying some 
very unkind things about Muslims, he tells 
us — quote — “I suspect that MTV, for better 
or for worse, will prove more powerful with 
young Muslim immigrants than the 
mullahs...” What is that if not gloating over 
his fellow Zionists’ power to capture and 
control the minds of non-Jews, even to 
wean young Muslims away from their 
religion, away from the influence and 
guidance of their own spiritual leaders, 
through the Zionists’ control of the media? 
He doesn’t have to spell it out. It’s already 
known that MTV is owned by the billionaire 
Jew Sumner Redstone, born Murray 
Rothstein, and that the whole aim of MTV 
propaganda is to multi-culturalise young 
Americans, to cut them loose from their 
own racial and cultural and religious roots 
and make rootless cosmopolitans of them, 
with no sense of racial identity or loyalty. 
The Zionists know all of this, but the 
Gentiles listening to Steinlight will never 
get it. To communicate the way Steinlight 
does takes a special ability. 


GENTILES BAFFLED 

I’ll say this again: people like Steinlight 
are able to get away with making such 
brazen statements because they fuzz them 
over with lots of contradictory verbiage 
that keeps the Gentiles trying to figure it 
out. The Jews in Steinlight’s audience read 
his message loud and clear, while the non- 
Jews sit there with idiotic smiles on their 
faces and applaud, having understood 
nothing at all. | chose Steinlight’s recent 
paper to illustrate this because Steinlight is 
a policy-making Jew with unquestionable 
credentials, and because the paper is avail- 
able to anyone with access to the Internet 
at cis.org. 

For those listeners without Internet 
access, Steinlight’s core message to his 
fellow Jews is this: “We Jews are richer 
and more powerful than any other group in 
America. Our power is concentrated in the 
media. We always have pushed for more 
non-white immigration into America 
because we wanted to dilute the power of 
the White majority. We used the tactic of 
divide and rule. But now, with America 
becoming non-white so rapidly, our open- 
borders policy is likely to begin working 


against our own Jewish interests. We are 
not able to control large ethnic minorities 
who maintain their separate identities as 
easily as we can control those who have 
given up their identities and become fully 
assimilated into the mass. In the future we 
probably can continue to use our media, 
such as MTV, to undermine the culture of 
new immigrants and integrate them into 
the American mass, but in order to be sure 
of doing this we need to slow the rate of 
immigration a bit, skew the immigration 
quotas more toward those who are not 
hostile to Jews, and speed up programmes 
aimed at assimilation. And we should be 
especially sure that we indoctrinate new 
immigrants with lots of ‘Holocaust’ propa- 
ganda, so that they will feel guilty if they 
don’t let us have our way and keep our 
special privileges.” 


EXPLOITING CHRISTIAN GUILT 


That’s Steinlight’s message. It’s simple 
enough, but being delivered the way it is 
makes it fiendishly deceptive. And lest you 
think I’m exaggerating or distorting his 
message by paraphrasing it, | should quote 
exactly what he says on page 18 of his 
paper, where he explains how Zionists are 
able to get away with claiming to be loyal 
to America while actually being loyal to 
Israel. He says — quote — “We get a free 
pass, | suspect, largely over Christian guilt 
about the Holocaust...” But he pads that 
bald statement with a warning to his fellow 
Zionists that they’d better be more careful 
not to flaunt their ‘free pass’ and had 
better try harder to seem patriotic. 

There’s one area of Steinlight’s paper 
that gives additional insight into his mode 
of deception, and that’s his commentary 
on Muslims, whom he regards as an 
especially problematic group of immig- 
rants. I'll quote for you exactly what he 
says first about Muslim fundamentalists 
and then about Muslims generally, begin- 
ning on page 21 of his paper. Muslim 
fundamentalism is, he says, and | quote — 
“a totalitarian political ideology with strong 
theocratic and fascistic elements...” He 
goes on to say — quote -— “Islamism is 
profoundly hostile to pluralism, religious 
tolerance, democracy, secular civil society, 
Jews, Zionism, [and] Israel...” He com- 
plains about Muslim fundamentalism’s — 
quote — “intolerant religiosity, irrational 
atavistic values, [and] misogyny.” 

Gee! What other Semitic religion does 
that description remind me of? Except for 
the bit about hostility toward Jews, Zion- 
ism, and Israel, what he says about Islam 
describes Orthodox Judaism perfectly. And 
there’s much more. Steinlight complains 
about the multiplicity of Islamic social and 
religious organisations in the United States 
and how they all stick up for each other. 
And - get this — he actually complains that 
Muslims, when criticized or questioned, 
raise the — quote — “red herring of Islamo- 
phobia.” How noble and honest it is of the 
Zionists that they never raise the red 
herring of anti-Semitism to deflect criticism 
from themselves! 

But that is only the beginning of Stein- 
light’s arrogance and deception. The 


traditional Islamic faith, he says — and | 
quote — “is itself not unproblematic in its 
attitudes toward Jews, Christians, and 
other non-Muslims. The religious education 
of traditional, non-lslamist Muslims -— liter- 
alism in Koranic exegesis, theological 
straightjackets imposed on scriptural inter- 
pretation, the study of text without context, 
and the virtual absence of intellectual self- 
critique — is filled with anti-Jewish teaching 
as well as a theology of contempt for the 
followers of other faiths... Powerful strains 
of religious triumphalism and religious 
supercessionism are central tenets of 
Islam. Such dangerous spiritual arrogance 
has been abandoned by many Christian 


denominations, largely as a product of 
Vatican Il and years of inter-faith dialogue 
and soul-searching encounter. Christian 
believers, from Roman Catholics to 
members of such liberal Protestant denom- 
inations as the Congregationalists and the 
United Church of Christ, have, for example, 
adopted the view that God’s covenantal 
relationship with the Jewish people 
remains unbroken and that the advent of 
Christianity neither erased nor cancelled 
it... No parallel spiritual generosity exists in 
Islam.” (end of quote) 

Well, sadly, all of that is perfectly true, 
and it is a wonderful example of how a 
clever liar can use the truth to tell a mons- 


trous lie. It also is an example of a breath- 
taking height of arrogance. 

There’s much more | could say about 
such things as the way in which the 
Zionists used such techniques as ‘inter- 
faith dialogue’ to completely vitiate Christ- 
ianity and make the Christian churches into 
obedient lapdogs, but | don’t want to 
offend my Christian friends any more than | 
already have. Study Steinlight’s paper for 
yourself and see where it leads you. 


Written transcripts of Dr. Pierce’s 
broadcasts on American Dissident Voices 
can be obtained, either by post or by 
e-mail, by contacting: ADVlist, PO Box 
330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 


The Band of Brothers: 


a contrary viewpoint 


IN SEPTEMBER 1998 I organ- 
ised a press visit to a new factory 
built on the site of the large World 
War II airfield at Membury, Wilt- 
shire. The patriotic owners of the 
site decided to retain the old 
Control Tower within the factory, 
as it was from there that mainly 
American — plus some British — 
airborne took off in September 
1944 for the ill-conceived Oper- 
ation Market Garden to capture 
the Rhine bridges at Arnhem and 
Nijmegen. 

The opening ceremony was 
attended by wartime veterans from 
the American 101st Airborne, the 
Screaming Eagles, and the British 
6th Airborne, together with an RAF 
Colour Party from RAF Lineham, 
who towered over a USAAF Colour 
Party comprising three 5ft 2in Mex- 
ican-origin Americans and a spotty- 
faced young blonde lady. In a moving 
ceremony, the 6ft, watery blue-eyed 
spokesman for the veterans of the 
101st Airborne read out some fifty 
names of comrades who fell in the 
American part of the operation. 
With one exception, every name was 
of Anglo-Celtic origin. The except- 
ion was German. 

The experience has stayed in my 
memory, and when I read that the 
BBC was going to show Band of 
Brothers, based on the war-time 
experience of the 101st Airborne’s 
Easy Company, I decided to watch 
it. I think I must have watched a 
different version to that seen by 
Michael Walsh (in the article down- 
loaded from his website and published 
in abridged form in the December 
Spearhead). 

Of course, there were distortions 
and bias, as to be expected from 
most film-makers and from Stephen 
Spielberg in particular, but I cannot 
see how Michael Walsh justifies his 
claim, by quoting unnamed war 
veterans and military historians, that 
the series was “a fantasy, a total 
travesty from beginning to end, a 
pack of lies and a vainglorious re- 
writing of history.” The overall 


impression he gives is that the 
American soldiers in the campaign 
in North West Europe in 1944-45, 
and the 101st Airborne in particular, 
were a cowardly, bungling army 
who managed to defeat the German 
Army (certainly the best in the world 
at that time) by a combination of 
luck, over whelming air power, and a 
bit of help from the British and the 
Russians (who in fact did most of the 
fighting in World War II). This is 
simply not true. Mr. Walsh splits 
hairs when he points out that Easy 
Company of the 101st did not lead 
the attack on Caretan (whose 
German defenders had been told by 
Rommel to fight to the last man). It 
was another company of the 101st. 
So what? That’s film directors for 
you — exercising a bit of licence. 
Then Mr. Walsh gets to Arnhem 
(Operation Market Garden). He 
shows his prejudices when he says: 
“Paratroopers did manage to capture 
some bridges and towns near the 
Dutch town of Arnhem before the 
Germans forced their retreat.” The 
objective of the risky plan was to 
take the bridges at Nijmegen, Eind- 
hoven and above all Armhem to 
enable the British 21st Army Group 


Two members of the 101st US Airborne Division as seen in the film. 


and the American Ist Army to cross 
the Rhine into Germany. The Amer- 
ican Screaming Eagles quickly took 
Eindhoven; and, Mr Walsh, they 
eventually held on to it, admittedly 
with reinforcements (including 
British) from adjacent allied-held 
territory. The British 6th Airborne 
was given the very difficult task of 
capturing Arnhem, the “bridge too 
far.” Such was the cock-up of our 
intelligence that they were dropped 
among the 9th SS Panzer Division, 
who, unbeknown to us, were there 
for R & R (rest and recreation). The 
film acknowledges the British diffi- 
culties. 

Surprisingly, Mr. Walsh makes 
no mention of Bastogne, which was 
held by the 101st US Airborne for 
ten days while completely surrounded 
by crack Panzer Grenadiers of 
General Model’s Army Group B 
during the ‘Battle of the Bulge’, in 
December 1944. The Screaming 
Eagles were finally rescued by the 
US 3rd Army under General Patton 
(who incidentally was recognised by 
the German Generals as the best 
commander in either the British or 
American armies). 

I agree with Michael Walsh that it 


They achieved their objectives, says the present writer. 


seems incredulous that the BBC 
would pay £6m for the TV broad- 
casting rights for a film designed for 
American audiences. The British 
contribution to the campaign is 
hardly mentioned, perhaps under- 
standably as the series was about 
Easy Company of the 101st. Mr. 
Walsh’s comment about the latter’s 
behaviour towards French women is 
very apt, and, contrary to brain- 
washed ‘public opinion’, the French 
found that the German soldiers were 
far better behaved — with the British 
somewhere in the middle! I also 
agree with him that Spielberg’s 
prejudices show through when he 
switches from unintentionally 
showing how good the German 
Army was as a fighting force to 
indulging in some ‘beastly Hun’ 
propaganda. Nevertheless, there were 
some moments when the film series 
did acknowledge the courage and 
fighting qualities of the German 
soldier of that time. This is partic- 
ularly so in the final part when Easy 
Company’s CO allows a surren- 
dering German officer to keep his 
side-arm and “not hand it over to 
some damn desk clerk.” This is 
followed by a moving scene where, 
after the German surrender on May 
8th 1945, we are given an English 
translation by one of the cast of the 
speech made by a German General 
to his men. He thanks them for their 
courage and dedication, their loyalty 
over six years and their sufferings in 
the East, and he says how proud he 
was to have them as comrades. 
Finally, may I say that those men 
who fought and died in the 101st 
Airborne at that time were far 
removed from the unisex, multi- 
racial retards that seem to make up 
much of the American armed forces 
in films set in the modern era. They 
were more like the Special Forces 
troops that America has just used in 
Afganistan — who seem no different 
from our own SAS, or the British 


6th Airborne and the German 
Grenadiers of “the old days.” 
JOHN BEAN 
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FROM top to bottom, the administration of the Euro- 
pean Union is riddled with fraud, corruption and 
incompetence. Billions of pounds disappear down 
the drain, through either outright fiddling or the 
pursuit of lunatic projects which benefit nobody. And 
the scandals which actually come to light are, of 
course, just the tip of the iceberg. Again, it must be 
remembered that, even if everything about the EU 
were whiter than white - which certainly it is not - 
the thing is nothing more than a colossal gravy train, 
an absurd and ultra-expensive extra layer of govern- 
ment which spends most of its time interfering with 
the affairs of member states. 


What does it do for us? 


A couple of years ago a journalist offered a magnum of 
champagne to any europhile who could cite an instance 
where Britain had derived some tangible benefit from 
being a member of the EU. 
A few weeks later he was 
able to announce smugly 
that his offer had cost him 
nothing. The fact is that 
neither the politicians nor 
their publicists can point 
to a single advantage that 
has accrued to our people 
over 28 years in the ‘club’. 
Oddly enough, however, 
TV interviewers rarely ask 
ministers the embarr- 
assing question: “What 
has membership done for 
the UK?” It looks very 
much as though they are all part of the plot to finish us 
off, and we know that their bosses most certainly are. 


And what has been the cost? 


On the debit side, this country has abandoned 
Commonwealth Preference, given away our valuable 
fisheries and chucked billions into the Common Agri- 
cultural Policy and dozens of other daft schemes: 
billions that should have been used to assist our own 
farmers and market gardeners. Is it surprising that the 
Spanish, Italians, Greeks and Southern Irish can hardly 
believe their luck when we dole out the freebies? And 
soon we will be subsidising the economies of the many 
Eastern European states already queuing up for the 
hand-outs. Moreover, it needs to be mentioned that, as 
these ‘grants’ normally pass through the hands of three 
different lots of often grossly overpaid civil servants, 
there is little left of the pound that was there in the 
beginning, by the time it reaches its final destination. 


The coming Referendum on the ‘euro’ 

The problem with emotive slogans such as ‘Keep our 
Pound’ or ‘Save the Pound’ is that, however well meant 
they may be, they tend to depict sterling as some sort of 
revered totem or as an endangered species. This plays 
straight into the hands of the enemy, who is able to label 
us as political dinosaurs still living in a bygone age, and 
unable to accept the modern world. In my own view, if 
people are unable to get the gist of the politico /economic 
argument for keeping our own currency then they should 
probably not be voting at all. And, very simply it is this: 
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ESCAPE TO 


HAPPINESS 


Britain can, and must, shake off 
the Brussels boa constrictor, 
says COLIN VERNON 


embracing the euro will put the last nail in Britain’s 
coffin, if I may use my own emotive slogan. We lose our 
central bank and with it the right to set our own interest 
rates. Next, whatever Brown and Blair may say, harmon- 
isation of taxes will follow, and this will effectively reduce 
the status of our Parliament at Westminster to that ofa 
borough council. When we can no longer manage our 
own economy, we have abandoned even the pretence of 
preserving sovereignty, and whoever says otherwise is a 
liar. 


How the game will be played 

The pundits say that Blair cannot afford to lose a 
referendum on joining the single currency because he 
would lose face. He might, but that, of itself, would not 
mean curtains for the Labour Government. The Lib-Dems 
are equally committed to the destruction of Britain and, 
as we have seen, the ambiguous Tory policy of ‘wait-and- 
see’ cut no ice at the last 
general election. Thus, even 
if a majority votes to retain 
the Pound, it does not follow 
that the discredited Conser- 
vative Party will pick up 
support. Even so, because 
Blair would lose credibility 
(though not necessarily 
power) both here and abroad 
if the euro were rejected, we 
can bank on facing a slick 
propaganda machine which 
will be churning out mislead- 
ing figures, half-truths and 
downright lies on a scale not seen since the treacherous 
Heath government took us into what was then the 
Common Market in 1973. Behind the scenes, straw-poll 
analysts will advise the PM when the ‘yes’ vote is likely to 
peak; Gordon Brown, or whoever is then Chancellor, will 
chip in with some rot about our being on track towards 
economic convergence, and the show will be on the road. 


An unfortunate delusion 


Although securing a ‘no’ vote is crucial, it is necessary 
to dispel a misconception as to what that will actually 
achieve in the longer term. Many gullible folk believe 
that if we reject the single currency then somehow we 
will never be completely suffocated by the Brussels boa 
constrictor, that somehow the residual powers retained 
will serve us in perpetuity against national extinction. In 
fact, it is possible that the enemy will be quite happy to 
let us bask in the euphoria of winning a skirmish, when 
his forces are dictating the course of the engagement 
across the broader front. This is so because, inexorably, 
the super-state, with its own law-makers, its own army, 
its own police force, its own central bank and, by 2004, 
its own constitution, will continue to destroy our 
freedoms whether we embrace the euro or not. And 
Britain, maybe only a few years down the road, will 
submissively roll onto its back and abandon the Pound 
because we will be told we quite simply have nowhere 
else to go. That is, of course, if we get a ‘no’ vote and do 
nothing, instead of using that ‘no’ vote as a springboard 
for national resurgence and a bid for freedom. 


How it all happened 

Let us first consider how we came to be a member of 
the EU. Following our entry into the Common Market 
mentioned above, we had the 1975 referendum, held 
under a Labour Government, which endorsed Britain’s 
membership by a majority of more than 2 to 1. Our 
people were told, and the bulk of them believed, that 
being in this duty-free zone would work wonders for the 
economy; that British exports would enjoy the benefit of 
this vast market. No hint was given of a Commission 
that could make all kinds of laws binding on us, and 
that the ultimate aim was 
political union. Then came 
the 1986 Single European 
Act, which took integ- 
ration a stage further, and 
finally the Treaty on Euro- 
pean Union (The Maast- 
richt Treaty) which came 
into effect in 1993, rather 
than 1992, because the 
Danes got it ‘wrong’ the 
first time and had to have 
a second referendum. 
This, it may be recalled, 
was the Treaty that 
Britain’s Chancellor of the 
Exchequer did not bother 
to read! 

Now, if it was necessary 
to hold a referendum here 
in1975, it was most cert- 
ainly necessary to hold 
referenda on the subse- 
quent dates I have men- 
tioned. After all, the entire 
concept had changed. 
Heath, lying through his 
teeth, had assured the 
people that sovereignty 
would not be affected, and now, here we are, with count- 
less aspects of our everyday life controlled by a faceless 
European Commission, headed up by political failures. 


How we can escape 


In simple terms, there can be no argument against the 
contention that our membership of the EU is invalid. 
The politicians who signed away our right to govern 
ourselves did this without any authority whatsoever, 
and their signatures on these scraps of paper are worth- 
less. That then would be my first choice as a cause for 
opting out. But - and I suspect that many astute euro- 
philes know this — their precious European Union is so 
shakily founded that a workmanlike government, sitting 
up all night with a couple of sharp lawyers, could 
discover any number of instances where British law, 
and for that matter the Treaty of Rome itself, has been 
conveniently disregarded by the European empire-build- 
ers. Remember that, time and time again, our own 
parliamentary draftsmen, as they are known, have made 
such a bodge of drawing up legislation that the courts 
have made them and their masters a laughing stock. 
Lastly, let us be pragmatic. We are here, and Brussels is 
there. When an entire nation has been betrayed it need 
not be too fussy about how it sets things to rights! 


THE EURO JUGGERNAUT 


SOON TO RULE OVER US 
The European Parliament in Brussels (seen above) is 
assuming more and more power to legislate for Britain. 
If the Euro fanatics have their way, it will reduce our 
own Parliament to the status of a borough council. 


But won’t we suffer afterwards? 

Perhaps the biggest of all the Blair lies is that Britain 
needs Europe. The simple fact is that Europe needs us 
much more! Can we really suppose that, on the day we 
quit, the flow of bacon, lettuces, tomatoes, butter, wine, 
canned olives and automobiles, etc., etc., will really dry 
up? Of course it won’t! For a start there would be a spate 
of bankruptcies in Holland if it did. 

On the other hand, it is true that, spared from its cripp- 
ling contributions to the EU, Britain will be able to 
lavish a few incentives on its own producers so that, 
over time, we will produce 
far more lettuce and 
bacon and motor vehicles 
and consequently import 
less. But, if Britain plays 
the Johnny Reb, will not 
the EU impose swingeing 
tariffs on our goods? That 
seems to be very doubtful 
if VW, Renault and Fiat, to 
name but a few, are keen 
to keep a share of the 
British market. The truth 
is that, on the day we 
leave, they will all be 
falling over themselves to 
negotiate the best deal 
they can get. 


And the benefits? 

After the applause from 
the rest of the world has 
died down, there will be 
many things needing 
attention. Our fisheries 
were illegally surrendered 
and will have to be 
recovered. However, a 
sensible government might well introduce a permit 
system by which, under strict control and the payment 
of substantial fees, foreign fishermen would be allowed 
into our waters, the funds collected from them being 
applied to assist our own fishermen, who have suffered 
so much under the heel of the Brussels dictatorship. 

Again, all the EU-sponsored legislation endorsed by 
our Parliament would need to be reversed and oppor- 
tunity taken to introduce a new legal code which would 
restore liberty to our folk and enshrine the right to 
freedom of speech. But, above all this, we will have 
regained our dignity and our self-esteem. What a 
miracle — to be able to look one another in the face and 
shout to the rooftops that we’re British and free! 


Epilogue 

And who knows? Our defection could presage the 
total collapse of this monstrous edifice whose 
mandarins have had the effrontery to steal the glorious 
melody from Beethoven’s ninth symphony and use it as 
a ‘Euro-anthem’. God grant that we may listen in peace 
and prosperity to that wonderful setting of Schiller’s 
Ode to Joy long after the European Union and all its 
hateful works have turned to dust! 
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FED ON GUILT 
AND ILLUSION 


IF YOU WAIT long enough, even the most 
unlikely characters will come out with sensible 
comments. Thus Peter Hain remarked recently 
that ‘war is brutal’ when the news came of 
the total annihilation of Taliban prisoners at 
the Mazar-e-Sharif fortress. Now call me an 
old cynic if you like, but I don’t think that 
this glimmer of understanding will be 
extended past excusing the atrocities of New 
World Order henchmen. 

How times change! Once Peter Hain was 
organising demonstrations if any South African 
cop trod on Joe Slovo’s big toe, but now he’s 
the apologist for brutal slaughter. A worthy 
member of one of our most contemptible govern- 
ments ever, don’t you think? 

But only the foolish would expect any under- 
standing to be extended to the likes of Anthony 
Sawoniuk, a half-blind, deaf octogenarian locked 
up for the rest of his life on fairly dubious 
evidence of ‘war crimes’. 

In this case it’s well to remember that the 
authorities who admitted him after the war 
would have done a basic background check which 
would surely have uncovered any participation 
in atrocities. To me it is both weird and bizarre 
that an old man should have been carted off to 
jail under lately made-up laws, after peacefully 
spending 40 years working for British Rail 
without so much as lunging with his ticket punch 
at a stroppy passenger. While the Israeli F-16s 
bomb and strafe built-up areas, this aged ‘war 
criminal’ is kept in a little cell, the victim of one 
of the final acts of the Thatcher government. 


DOUBLE STANDARDS 


It’s just the way of the world, isn’t it? Some 
must be perpetually excused while others have 
their noses rubbed in it over and over again. 
And those who fondly imagine that such ‘war 
crimes’ trials will come to an end when there 
are no more aged veterans of the armies of the 
Third Reich left may have another think 
coming. In a recent decision, the Canadians 
deported a teenage ‘war criminal’ Robert 
Rauliak just because he was the grandson of a 
deceased cook with an anti-partisan regiment in 
the Ukraine! This deportation may form the 
basis for further legal action against descen- 
dants of alleged ‘war criminals’ under the 
Multi-Cultural Justice Act, a piece of legislation 
whose supposed function is to protect “desig- 
nated ethnic groups.” But that obviously 
doesn’t include Ukrainians! 

We’ ve lost our senses. If we were still sane, 
such headlines would never be written, except 
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IAN BUCKLEY reflects on how modern 
white populations are controlled 


on April Fools’ Day. The process of condit- 
ioning, control and suppression of personality 
begins very early. When a civilisation is 
flourishing, it’s quite desirable that a high 
proportion of the populace should be obedient 
conformists. But today submission and conser- 
vatism lead to self-destruction. 

Studying the browbeaten inhabitants of 
Blair’s benighted Britain - the tatty outpost of 
the global empire of usury - I can 
only concur with George Bernard 
Shaw when he commented that 
young people should look to their 
parents, not as an example but as a 
warning. 

An entire generation of politic- 
ians, industrialists, journalists, social 
‘scientists’ and economic theorists 
stand indicted for the stupidity and 
cupidity which has wrecked our 
nation. Only the white race could 
be so foolish as to cast away its 
great achievements and embrace 
failure, self-doubt and twilight. The 
immigrant Muslims who want 
nothing to do with such a society of 
decadence and money-grubbing do 
have a point. With race coming back 
on the agenda, the New Labour gang have 
come out with the ridiculous idea that a pledge 
of allegiance, recited by immigrants, will 
somehow solve every race-related problem. 

How might such an oath — truthfully - run? 
Something like: “We pledge allegiance to the 
Mini Britain of New Labour, one fractured 
and divided nation under Money, the fawning 
poodle of the US; our industry mostly gone or 
sold to foreigners, while our officialdom 


boasts of our economic success; the nation . 


that goes to war abroad while decent folk fear 
to walk the streets after dark at home; whose 
old people die of cold each winter, while 
semi-literate footballers make millions.” 

Richard Wagner summed up the essential 
characteristics of the pseudo-democracy of 
press and hired politicians which now belab- 
ours us: “It looks humane, but is barbarous. 
The people sink lower and lower.” 


WHITES HAVE ‘BLOWN IT’ 


The Australian Aborigines make the best 
of what they have, as they’ve done for 
thousands of years. But we’ve had it all, and 
we’ve just about ‘blown it’. In evolutionary 
terms, which racial grouping is less fit to 
survive? Our passivity and herd-like submiss- 


iveness have led us to the edge of the abyss. 

We need youth who will stand up and rebel 
against being spoon-feed with the poison which 
makes them ashamed of what they are. The 
‘message’ films that come out of Hollywood: 
what do they say? In subtle but unmistakable 
terms, that all men - especially white hetero- 
sexual men - are scumbags, who would do the 
world a favour if they crawled into a hole and 
died! 

Well, this particular white heterosexual male 
has no intention of crawling into a hole and dying, 
thank you very much! But the media propa- 
gandists have their work cut out today. Too many 
are beginning to realise the essential rottenness of 
the system. Too many are beginning to ask 
inconvenient questions. 


SCARE TACTICS 


As a consequence, exposés of what might be 
called the exotic fringes of the nationalist move- 
ment are pretty thick on the ground today - to 


SAWONIUK 

This man, who has led an exemplary life in Britain, has 
been jailed for life for alleged ‘war crimes’ more than 
half a century ago, while real war criminals of the present 
day remain untouched. 


scare off the timid, you understand? One recent 
Daily Mail piece by Christopher Hudson was a 
classic of its kind. This featured characters like 
“Andy (the Nightmare) Frain, a thick-set man 
with huge fists.” Mr. Frain sounds very much 
like John Prescott, the hulking Labour bruiser, 
who I note has had a very low public profile since 
his last boxing bout! 

Likewise: “... leading ideologue David Myatt 
was a middle-aged Nazi supremacist with a 
ginger beard who worshipped Satan in the nude in 
front of an altar adorned with black candles, a 
swastika banner and a framed photograph of the 
Fuhrer.” Don’t we all know that no exposé is 
worth its salt unless it includes Adolf? Predict- 
able, I suppose, but essential to make a good story 
and sell papers! 

The salient point to be made here is that the 
‘villains’ exposed by Christopher Hudson are 
harmless compared to the real monsters of our 
time, who incidentally get kid-glove treatment 
from the media - like Ariel Sharon and the 
Northern Alliance warlords. 

Though our means are non-violent, we are 
indeed engaged in a struggle for the future, a sort 
of war: a war indeed, but a war of information 
and enlightenment alone. And make no mistake, 
we intend to win! 


NICK GRIFFIN, chairman of the British 
National Party, wrote in this journal two 
months ago of “making friendly contact with 
a number of Sikhs and Hindus who favour 
British survival.” This is fanciful thinking. 
Even though these people may be anti-Mus- 
lim, they naturally have more in common with 
other Asian racial groups than with the ethnic 
British. The party will simply be ensnared 
into some kind of waffly cultural dialogue. 
And what about the Blacks? All coloured 
people living in Britain themselves have come 
from civic territorial states, and have no ethnic 
nor cultural links with this country. Many — 
almost half — do not even have British passports 
(this factor is often overlooked when there is talk 
of ‘ethnic minorities’). They thus have enormous 
identity and legitimacy problems. They either 
have to admit this or deny it, but going into denial 
means that they are liable to become evasive, and 
this will affect other aspects of their day-to-day 
behaviour. ‘Truth’ will mean what they want it to 
mean, and totalitarian methods of thinking eman- 
ating from the minorities in this country are 
already seeping into the wider community. 


What kind of links? 


Bear in mind that any links the BNP will try 
to foster will not be with the ‘ethnic minorities’ 
but just with particular individuals who may or 
may not have just claim to be spokesmen and 
representatives. And these are the very people the 
party should want nothing to do with unless they 
have a complete change of attitude and agree to 
do everything possible to halt further immig- 
ration on the terms dictated by the ethnic British . 

At the moment, none of the community 
leaders seems to make friendly or conciliatory 
remarks about the British, let alone about groups 
like the BNP. None of them of which I am aware 
acts as if he or she has any affection for this 
country; quite the opposite: they jab accusing 
fingers; they are baleful and reproachful in their 
public utterances; they often speak spitefully 
against our nation. None of them has said they 
want immigration halted. 

Most come from cultures that have an uneven 
experience of free opinion and a free press. The 
media exist in many countries only to be manipu- 
lated, controlled and used as propaganda. It is 
precisely because the minorities are part of the 
way to getting our own media actually to believe 
that the Whites in Britain are in some sense 
‘immigrants’ themselves that nationalists should 
act with the utmost caution in any dealings with 
them. There is a danger that the BNP will be 
regarded as spokesmen for just another tribe, as 
if somehow we are Pashtuns and they are Tadjiks. 

Since ethnic minorities know that their colour 
hints of their national origins, they have shrewdly 
got liberal cliques in the media to use the hate- 
associated word ‘racism’ in the most venomous 
way: to intimidate all those who oppose further 
immigration, thus undermining the human rights 
of people. 

We must not forget the way in which power- 
ful ethnic leaders pressured the foolish Lord 
Macpherson to brand all British institutions as 
‘institutionally racist’. The heads of the police, 
the fire brigade, the Royal College of Nurses, the 
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ANTONY MILNE warns of the dangers 
of liaison with ethnic minority groups 


TRUCKLING TO 
THE MINORITIES 
Tory and Labour 
leaders Hague and 
Blair are seen here 
signing pledges not to 
use the ‘race card’ in 
last year’s general 
election. When the 
‘ethnic’ communities 
have got the parties 
of power in the palms 
of their hands, why 
should they want 
anything to do with 
the BNP? 


Army and others have jumped on the bandwagon 
and slandered their own members as ‘racist’ in 
cowardly and morally putrid moves that have 
done enormous harm to morale in these bodies. 


Identity chaos 


Ethnic minorities have a very high profile in 
this country compared to those in other European 
countries. The resulting identity chaos that is fast 
engulfing us has to be reined in, and the BNP 
must do its utmost here. For this reason, the party 
ought not to get drawn into the debate about 
‘multi- racialism’, ‘multi-culturalism’ or ‘separ- 
ate development’, and thus add to the confusion. 
It would be pointless to make contacts with ethnic 
leaders without any consensus from them about 
whom they think they are and what they think 
Britain is or should be. Judging by the vast 
number of Muslim organisations and cultural 
movements springing up, it is clear that Asians 
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do not entirely regard themselves as British. 
Virtually every large city in Britain now has its 
Council of Community Relations run by Asians. 
This iron grip must be loosened, and the minor- 
ities must defer to the nationalist movement and 
agree to do this. 

Both Labour and Conservatives are them- 
selves not clear about the race and identity issue. 
Many local councils encourage ‘celebration of 
diversity’ and ethnic festivals. They publish 
leaflets in a multitude of languages. But some on 
the left see this as some kind of apartheid, and 
want everyone to learn English, dress in western 
clothes and generally blend in. The Tories are 
more likely to say this, but are themselves 
confused. Elder spokesmen such as Lord Tebbit 
and Sir Richard Body want the minorities simply 
to become ‘British’ in some kind of political 
sense: “Get rid of your garb, speak English and 
support England.” 

Advice to the BNP: steer well clear! 
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A sense of belonging 


IN the latest outburst of liberal inanity the Home Secret- 
ary has urged ethnic minorities to acquire a greater sense 
of belonging in Britain. 

As a former management consultant, I recall being all too 
frequently obliged to give some highly-opinionated but deluded 
people a blinding glimpse of the 
obvious. Such habits are hard to 
break, so here I am again to tell the 
Home Secretary and all his kind that 
the reason why the ethnic minorities 
feel no sense of belonging in Britain 
is that they do not belong here. They 
know this, and so do most of the 
native population. Oh sure, they can 
learn to speak English well enough to 
get by from one transaction to the next, just as I once learned 
quite a lot of Arabic as a matter of personal expediency. But 
no-one took me for an Arab, any more than they did Lawrence 
of Arabia. Likewise, no-one will ever mistake the broadcaster 
Trevor Macdonald for a Highland clansman, however well- 
groomed his appearance and diction. 

‘Belonging’, you see, is a very deeply-rooted and complex 
condition. One can be treated most hospitably in almost any 
community without thereby belonging to it in any real sense of 
the word. And simply acquiring a feeling of belonging will 
never be enough to make it a reality, since that is only within 
the gift of the host community — and then not as an official 
diktat but at every face-to-face encounter with the community’s 
natural members. So long as even a minority in that comm- 
unity refuses to acknowledge you as ‘belonging’ to it, you 
remain an alien presence and are certain to be treated as such at 
various times. 

In any event, most of us are bound to think there is 
something distinctly unwholesome about anybody seemingly 
anxious to disown their own racial and cultural heritage in 
order to acquire a spurious identity elsewhere. Flattering as it 
is to the chosen host community when so many seem anxious 
to join, it does not alter the basic incongruity of the situation. 
Better a happy duck any day than an imitation swan. 


GUESTS 


Invited strangers can never be more than guests in your 
home; and when they are not invited you will quite properly 
feel yourself to have been invaded, whatever their own ideas 
about “belongingness’. 

The fact that univited immigrants much prefer living here is 
quite understandable; but that doesn’t make them genuine 
citizens any more than squatters can be called residents. 

Britain is the homeland of a people with Anglo-Saxon-Celtic 
ancestry going back many centuries. The country belongs to us 
as we do to it. People of altogether different ancestry and 
culture cannot therefore belong here since, unlike the natives, 
they manifestly belong somewhere else. Any property, any job, 
any school or college place, any hospital bed and any other 
item belonging to Britain can only be taken by these aliens as a 
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FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON 
replies to the Home 


Secretary’s plea for the 
ethnic minorities to 
become more ‘British’ 


form of misappropriation, since such taking is necessarily at 
the expense of the native population. And contending that the 
aliens make a valuable contribution to the country’s economy 
and welfare does not alter that underlying reality one iota. It is 
historically self-evident that this country is not only perfectly 
capable of looking after itself; it is also 
a fact that it looked after most of the 
immigrants’ world for two or three 
centuries. Moreover, the economic input 
of recent immigrants, most of them 
uneducated and unskilled, is vastly 
exceeded by what they take out in 
terms of this country’s socio-economic 
and cultural assets and the damage their 
presence does to its social cohesion and 
morale. You will be hard put to it to find Afro-Caribbeans 
making any significant contribution to this country’s intellectual 
or cultural capital. And Asians, very prominent in retail, 
commerce and catering, are conspicuously absent from the 
building, civil and mechanical engineering scenes. Busi- 
nessmen they certainly are; but their contribution to the 
nation’s basic economic infra-structure is negligible, and their 
cultural impact imperceptible outside the curry parlour (pace 
Robin Cook and chicken tikka masala). The vast majority of 
the people of this country are perfectly happy with their own 
culture and feel under no obligation whatsoever to have it 
mongrelised to make unwanted immigrants feel more at home. 
Bluntly speaking, it ought to be plain enough to everybody 


July 2001: Young Asians run amok in Bradford, wrecking 
large areas of the city. Who in their right mind imagines 
that they can ever be persuaded to ‘belong’? 


that while Third World immigrants obviously want Britain to 
belong to them, they can never belong to it. And all talk of 
‘integration’ of the unwanted immigrants ignores the perfectly 
legitimate resistance of the native population to such enforced 
social engineering; people, after all, are less keen on integ- 
ration than crocodiles. 


MINIMAL CONCESSIONS TO HOST COUNTRY 


In any event, the clear intention of many of the intruders is 
to make minimal concessions to the host country while doing 
everything they can to re-shape it to their own ends. Some 
Muslims, for example, will always regard the Sharia (Islamic 
law) as taking precedence over secular legislation here and 
elsewhere (why else the so-called ‘Muslim Parliament’?), and 
they won’t rest until we are all hearing the muezzin’s call to 
prayer instead of church bells. Cultures just don’t mix; either 
they assert their values and expand their territory or they are 
quickly displaced by others. So much is patently obvious from 
history, and all the news reports of inter-racial and inter-relig- 
ious conflicts around the world. 

The blind bigotry of our liberal politicians in their obsessive 
promotion of the ‘multi-racial society’ is therefore every bit as 
menacing to peace and stability as Muslim fanaticism. Both 
lay claim to the moral high ground and insist that the end 
justifies whatever means they choose to adopt. History is 
littered with high-minded atrocities; indeed, most of the post- 


colonial massacres in Africa and Asia can be laid squarely at 
the door of those who so piously campaigned to unleash the 
perpetrators from European constraints. But the so-called ‘law 
of unforeseen consequences’ still shadows the liberal 
manifesto. 

‘Racism’ is merely the label used by renegade politicians to 
stifle any opposition to their perverse ideology; so those 
resisting alien attempts to misappropriate our country and 
heritage must expect to be persecuted, and even sometimes 
prosecuted, by these latter-day witch-hunters, armed with their 
‘human rights catalogue’, search warrants and anti-British 
legislation. Needless to say ‘racists’, in their book, have no 
rights at all! 

Even so, and like our most illustrious ancestors, we know 
where we belong and will do whatever it takes to ensure that 
our country never belongs to anyone else. And in so doing — to 
borrow a somewhat tattered piece of liberal dogma — we are 
simply asserting the right of self-determination. We are just 
determined to safeguard our homeland against misapprop- 
riation by aliens. Make no mistake about it, ‘belongingness’ is 
the very heart and soul of patriotism and admits of no 
ideological dilution. It’s what wars are really about. So if 
disaffected immigrants really want to feel a sense of belong- 
ing, all they have to do is return to their homelands. One thing 
is certain: they will never find it here. 


Sir, 

I am writing to express my disgust at the 
continual sniping at the current leadership 
(and policies) of the BNP through the pages 
of Spearhead. 

In the December 2001 issue a correspon- 
dent chose to vent his spleen about such 
matters before invoking the ‘Name-and- 
address-supplied’ cloak of anonymity. 

Such bravery . 

If that writer objects so much to policies 
of the party then he should have the courage 
of his convictions and leave it. 

It is only natural for a radical political 
party to have its detractors, but the last thing 
our movement needs at present is the unnec- 
essary airing of dissenting views from within 
its own ranks. When one gives one’s support 
to any political party it is on the basis of 
agreeing to the majority of a raft of policy 
objectives. If one is to fully (and genuinely) 
embrace the principles of ‘democracy’ then 
one is obliged to occasionally swallow the 
bitter pill of compromise. 

The history of nationalist politics in 
Britain over the past fifty years is littered 
with bright new dawns that were scuppered 
by factional infighting. Now is the time to 
put all of this behind us once and for all. If 
one is unable or unwilling to take on board 
the new status quo, then he or she should go 
and go now. 

The BNP under the leadership of Nick 
Griffin, although far from being the finished 
article, is at least trying to address the 
concerns of the masses in a populist manner 
that these folk can relate to. Many policies 
may have been modified (or watered down, 
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depending on one’s standpoint), but in order 
to achieve tangible electoral success it has 
proven necessary to be more pragmatic. By 
tangible success I don’t mean saved deposits 
or winning an isolated council seat in a 
deprived area. I mean the taking of seats in 
council chambers up and down the country, 
year in year out, hopefully followed by the 
natural progression of returning BNP 
Members of Parliament. The long-ignored 
indigenous working classes of Britain have 
found a new champion of their cause and we 
mustn’t betray them in their hour of need. 

In this cause therefore a respected public- 
ation such as Spearhead must not allow itself 
to be dragged into the mire of unadulterated 
vindictiveness. It is perfectly acceptable, and 
indeed understandable, that the Editor should 
express his personal opinions within its 
pages but less than subtle attacks on current 
BNP officials are just not on. Whatever 
disagreements may exist between the Editor 
and Mr. Lecomber, ef al, are best dealt with 
out of the public domain. Who could possibly 
gain from such bickering? Only our enemies 
of course. 

The entire Tyndall/Griffin/Lecomber saga 
of claim and counter-claim must be bought to 
an end. As a normal party member I am 
growing increasingly irritated by this ultim- 
ately self-destructive behaviour. Continu- 
ation of this bitter wrangling is a betrayal of 
those activists who are out on the doorsteps 


of Britain every evening, come rain or shine, 
trying to get the nationalist message across. 
The era for navel-gazing has now gone 
forever. Let it rest in peace. Permanently. 
The time has now come for the Editor to 
finally, and gracefully, accept that the British 
National Party has moved on since its form- 
ation in the early 1980s. Its founding father 
should be thanked and applauded for putting 
serious electoral politics back onto the 
nationalist political agenda, but that was then 
and this is now. Times change and people, 
for better or worse, change with those times. 
And so must the policies. 
SIMON W. LADD 
Enfield, Middlesex 


EDITOR’S NOTE: We are printing this 
letter in a section of its own on this page, 
separate from our letters page, because it 
exceeds the normal length of letters printed 
on that page. Letters like this place us in a 
dilemma. If we decline to print them we are 
laying ourselves open to charges of 
silencing dissent. If we print them with 
comments of the kind this one obviously 
invites, we will be accused of prolonging 
the very thing that the writer says he 
opposes. We are therefore printing the 
letter with no comment — save to say that 
apparently Mr. Ladd believes that in the 
kind of democratic party to which he refers 
fundamental policy changes should be made 
with no consultation with the membership 
and with no subsequent criticism allowed. 
Beyond saying this, we grant him the last 
word. 
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September 11th outrages: 


MICHAEL WALSH asks: were the buildings demolished 


questions unanswered 


from the inside, and were the Israelis forewarned? 


WITH passions subsiding and public 
enthusiasm for the colonisation of 
Arab-Asia waning, watch out for 
further American-Israeli-inspired 
outrages callously designed to revive 
sympathy and support for their Third 
World War. 

There is growing evidence that there 
was more than a dirty arm up Israel’s 
tunic sleeve in respect of the cata- 
clysmic destruction of the World Trade 
Centres on September 1 1th last year. 
Israel openly admits it is a major bene- 
ficiary of the New York tragedy. Behind 
the smoke of the collapsing towers, the 
Israelis upped their territorial demands 
on the beleaguered and tormented 
Palestinians and diverted world atten- 
tion away from their own atrocities. 

The public’s gut response, outrage 
and thirst for vengeance is being rapidly 
evaporated by emerging evidence that 
questions hysteria made ‘on the hoof. 
One doesn’t need a long memory to 
recall that the Oklahoma bombing, for 
which Timothy McVeigh was executed, 
was initially placed at Bin Laden’s cave 
entrance! 


ISRAELI JUBILIATION 

In the cold light of day it has emerged 
that American security officials arrested 
a number of Israeli subjects for jubil- 
antly filming the attack whilst it actually 
took place. The filming was directed 
from a Jewish- owned New York build- 
ing offering an 
unequalled 
platform to film the 
horrendous unfold- 
ing events. The 
officials also want 
to know why over 
4,000 Israelis who 
might normally be 
found behind their 
desks at the WTC 
coincidentally took 
a ‘sickie’ on that 
fateful day. 

The respected 
Jordanian news- 
paper al-Watan 
surmised the hand 
of the Israeli 
security organis- 
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The Manhattan skyline after the attacks: 


ation Shabak, which likewise cancelled 
Israeli premier Ariel Sharon’s scheduled 
attendance at a New York Jewish shindig 
on the evening before the calamity. 

As evidence emerges that Israel had 
foreknowledge of the attack, certain 
sections of the US intelligence appar- 
atus want to know why they were kept 
in the dark. 


STRANGELY FEW 
JEWISH VICTIMS 

Suspicion was further heightened 
when the international Reuters news 
agency published a list of the casualties 
of the attack, including those still missing. 
Though 26 nations lost citizens, not a 
single victim was listed as being of 
Israeli extraction. This in New York City, 
which boasts a Jewish population 
greater than that of the state of Israel 
itself 

The Jewish Chronicle of September 
14th conceded: “Though no Israeli firms 
had offices in the twin towers, Zim 
Navigation only last week moved its 
headquarters, with 100 employees, from 
the Trade Centre to Virginia.” 


TRADE CENTRES DEMOLISHED 


Equally alarming is the extent of the 
destruction, which far surpasses that 
which experts might expect from a 
couple of airliner kamikaze attacks. 
Both buildings were actually designed 
to withstand the impact of a jumbo jet. 
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caused the damage? 


was it only the hi-jacked planes that 


The building designers, architects and 
construction experts are far from stupid, 
and are not prone to make exaggerated 
claims. Insurers too are meticulous if 
nothing else when assessing risk. This 
cannot be written off as another 
‘unsinkable Titanic’ boast. 

The buildings, in fact, lived up to 
expectations, absorbing and surviving 
both hits. After each strike, the floors 
directly effected were destroyed and the 
collateral damage moved upwards, but 
the twin colossi remained otherwise 
impervious. There was no good reason 
why they shouldn’t have survived. A 
reinforced concrete building, especially 
of this magnitude, is virtually 
indestructible. 


A PERFECT SYMMETRICAL 
COLLAPSE - TWICE! 

Thirty minutes after impact, the fires 
in both skyscrapers went out; there was 
smoke but there were no flames. It was 
over an hour later when mysteriously 
(by all previous experience) each 
building conveniently collapsed rather 
than toppled, as might be expected. 
Each skyscraper folded at a uniform 
synchronised rate just as might be 
expected — but only if each of the many 
supports in each building had simul- 
taneously collapsed. Experts have 
already likened both events as a ‘demol- 
ition’. There is growing suspicion that 
this hits the precise red button. 

The initial story fed to the unques- 
tioningly compliant media was that the 
disintegration of the towers could be 
explained by burning jet fuel causing 
beams supporting 
the buildings to 
melt (at 800°C). But 
much, if not all, of 
each aircraft’s fuel 
complement was 
immediately 
consumed in the 
fireballs, which 
erupted on 
impact. Such that 
remained would 
have been ex- 
hausted long 
before the passing 
of over an hour 
and each build- 
ing’s subsequent 
failure. 

Furthermore, it 


can be assumed that the extensive 
sprinkler system would have automat- 
ically been released, dampening, if not 
extinguishing, the inferno from the 
moment of impact. Thus the claim that 
thousands of gallons of burning jet fuel 
produced a (much delayed) raging 
inferno leading to the collapse of the 
formidable steel and concrete structures 
is dubious, to say the least. The evidence 
suggests otherwise. 


EXPERT SUGGESTS 
A DEMOLITION JOB 


Mr. Van Romero, vice-president for 
research at New Mexico (USA) Institute 
of Mining and Technology stated: “The 
collapse of the twin towers resembled 
those of controlled implosions used in 
planned demolitions.” He added: “My 
opinion, based on the video tapes, is 
that after the aeroplanes hit the World 
Trade Centre some explosive devices 
inside the buildings caused the towers 
to collapse.” 

“The detonations could have been 
caused by a small amount of explosives 
put in more than one place in each of 
the towers. It could have been a relat- 
ively small amount of explosives placed 
at each point,” the distinguished expert 
added. 

Demolition experts agree the WTC 
was demolished. One said: “To demolish 
a building, you don’t need all that explo- 
sive but it needs to be placed ina 
number of strategic locations and 
ignited in a smooth, timed sequence. 
Someone had to have a lot of access and 
a lot of time in the towers to do this.” 


ROY WHITING, the paedophile who was 
given life imprisonment for sexually assault- 
ing and murdering little Sarah Payne, was 
previously convicted of kidnapping and 
raping anotiier nine-year-old girl in 1995 and 
was given a mere four-year sentence, of which 
he served just over two years. 

When recently questioned, Judge John 
Gower, the man on the bench in that case, said 
he had “no regrets” and that, to him, criticism 
of the sentence was “water off a duck’s back.” 

* kK * 


THE WINNING entry in the 2001 Turner Prize 
competition was an empty room with the lights 
going on and off. The winning ‘artist’ was 
33-year-old Martin Creed. 

In a report on the Guardian website it was 
stated that the judges, who included Tate Gallery 
supremo Sir Nicholas Serota, loved the work “for 
its daring and for driving some traditionalists to 
apoplexy.” 

* * * 
A DISABLED couple in Carlisle, John and 
Margaret Wright, have been plagued by vandals, 
burglars and young thugs, who among other 
things poisoned their two dogs, so they installed 
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It is highly unlikely that a score of 
swarthy-looking Arabs, sneaking 
unchallenged past hundreds of highly 
trained security guards, entered the 
bowels of the buildings where public 
access is denied — each of these having 
an expertise in demolition, including 
remote control technology that goes far 
beyond the usual and often amateurish 
Arab-Israeli conflict truck bomb. 


SPIN-DOCTORS ON THE RETREAT 


As the truth emerges and the supp- 
ression of informed opinion becomes 
more difficult, the spin-doctors are 
becoming more agitated. Massive 
demonstrations against the rush to war 
are being air-brushed out of news 
bulletins. 

The Campaign for Nuclear Disarma- 
ment’s Whitehall rally attracted over 
10,000 dissidents. These events were 
widely covered throughout the world, 
but our own BBC (Blair’s Bunch of 
Cronies) censored coverage, despite it 
being the biggest such demonstration in 
London for decades. Similar protests 
were held in Manchester and Glasgow. 
Reports of these too were censored. 

What was released repeatedly, how- 
ever, was the strident call from a milit- 
ary commander demanding that people 
“support their boys,” and implying that 
failure to do so was tantamount to 
treachery and lack of patriotic back- 
bone. 

As this is unlikely to shore up flagging 
morale in Britain, we can expect yet 
another outrage to re-focus public 


BRITAIN 


security cameras, both as a deterrent and to 
gather evidence. 

But when they presented the police with film 
of an attack in their garden they were warned that 
they must take the cameras down as they invaded 
the privacy of their attackers. The penalty for 
failure to comply with this order is a fine of 
£5,000. The two have now been forced out of 
their home. 

* * * 


A SOLDIER from Lanarkshire who suffered 
cold feet six years ago while standing in a 
trench of icy water was awarded £75,000 
damages from the Army. It has not been 
stated whether the survivors from World War 
I who suffered the same fate will receive the 
same hand-outs. 

* kK * 
IN the new Metropolitan Police handbook 
officers have been instructed to avoid using the 
word ‘homosexual’ when referring to sexual 
perverts but to say ‘gay’ instead. 

* * * 
THE Department of Health spent £900,000 in 
2001 publishing ten editions of NHS, a glossy 
£2.95 magazine. 61,000 copies of each issue 
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The best articles and news items 
published in Spearhead in recent 
months can now be seen on the 
Spearhead website. You can visit 
this site at:- 
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opinion. In the meantime the gung-ho 
media will don their Biggle’s helmets 
and, to the rousing hymn ‘Onward 
Christian Soldiers’, will lead Tommy 
Atkins and his American friends, as 
ever, to fight Israel’s war of attrition and 
America’s war of economic colonisation 


from Michael Walsh News Desk 


A BIT LATE THIS MONTH 


This month’s issue of Spearhead is a little 
later than usual. Our printers and _ print- 
finishers (though not ourselves) closed 
down over the whole of the Christmas and 
New Year period, and the printing of the 
issue could not begin until the 2nd January. 
Publication will be back to normal as from 
February. 


were printed but only 22 were sold. 
*x* * * 


BRITAIN’S public services were issued in 
December with a 255-page ‘race equality’ 
code containing target rules for the hiring of 
ethnic minority members by public bodies, 
including health authorities, schools and 
colleges, police and local councils. These 
bodies number a total of 40,000 and include 
such organisations as the Apple and Pear 
Research Council and the Scottish Deer 
Commission. 

In a Daily Mail report (4th December) it 
was stated that: “All public authorities are to 
be compelled to follow a long, detailed and 
legally binding code of practice that puts race 
at the top of their priorities. Schools are told 
to direct money and teaching effort to cut 
expulsions and improve results among pupils 
from minority backgrounds.” 

The new code was introduced by lesbian 
government minister Angela Eagle. 

* * * 


CROWN Prosecution Service Director David 
Calvert-Smith has agreed with the authors of 
two separate reports that the CPS is 
‘institutionally racist’. Staff in the CPS’s 
Croydon office had voluntarily segregated 
themselves along racial lines. Managers were 
aware of this but had done nothing about it. 
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Multi-racial Britain 
a breeding ground 


for terror 


THE NATION was horrified last month to 
hear of the story of Richard Reid, an 
Islamic militant who very nearly blew up 
an airliner by means of a bomb fitted into 
his shoe. Reid was tackled and over- 
powered by passengers on the plane 
after he had been seen acting suspic- 
iously, trying to apply a light to the shoe. 
Both his shoes were found, when exam- 
ined afterwards, to contain a complex 
mixture of explosives which almost 
certainly would have destroyed the 
aircraft had they gone off. 


In our legions of ethnic 
minorities, says JAMES 
THURGOOD, the likes of 
bin Laden can find an 
almost unlimited 
recruitment pool 


And who is Richard Reid? A Saudi? An 
Iraqi? An Afghan? Well, not exactly. Reid 
was born in Bromley, Kent. His mother is 
British and his father believed to be of 
Jamaican origin. He has a criminal record as 
long as your arm, and was actually recruited 
to the cause of Islam when in Feltham Young 
Offenders’ Institute in Middlesex, then won 
over to its militant wing later in a mosque in 
Brixton. People like him abound in Britain’s 
penal institutions. A front-page report in The 
Sunday Telegraph on December 30th 
revealed that the Government had ignored 
warnings issued more than a year previously 
that Islamic militants were infiltrating prisons 
and recruiting inmates, of which there were 
ample number who were fair game in that 
regard. This apparently was done by Muslims 
getting into the prisons posing as religious 
advisers, whereby they had easy access to 
prisoners sharing their own faith — just as 
prison chaplains could speak to Christians 
inside. One senior Muslim cleric was quoted 
as saying of the warnings given to the Govern- 
ment: “Sadly, nothing was done.” 


Thousands in the wings 


But this is just the tip of a dangerous ice- 
berg. There are thousands of would-be 
terrorists where Reid is coming from. While 
the Government is sounding national and 
worldwide alarums against terrorism, its 
policies and those of its predecessors have 
made Britain a country that is among the 
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worst equipped anywhere to deal with the 
terrorist threat. 

In an article in The Daily Telegraph just 
two days previous, on December 28, Daniel 
Johnson addressed the wider problem. 
Heading his piece ‘Bin Laden is winning the 
battle in Britain’, he said:- 


“Abdul Hacq Baker, the chairman of the 

Brixton mosque where Reid is alleged to 

have been recruited by Muslim extremists, 

estimates that there are at least 1,000 other 

young fundamentalists like Reid in Britain; at 
least 100 may be potential suicide bombers. 

He told Radio Four listeners that he and 

others in Brixton had warned the police 

repeatedly over the past four or five years of 
the danger, but had merely been told that 
these groups were being ‘monitored’. Mr. 

Baker added that the town hall had been 

used for extremist meetings and that the 

local authority, though aware of the 

problem. Felt that it had to be fair to all 

sides. Lambeth Council has some explain- 

ing to do.” 

Reference to the Council's policy of 
‘fairness’ cannot fail to raise a laugh. Can 
you really imagine that same Council agree- 
ing to hire meeting halls to the British 
National Party in accordance with the same 
principles? But we are digressing. Let writer 
Johnson continue relating the experience of 
those who tried warning the powers that be 
concerning the recruitment of the militants:- 

“The Met’s spokesman was anything but 

reassuring. Apparently the police and 


security services had been too busy ‘sifting 
through’ reports actually to investigate, let 


REID 
From Bromley, he has a British mother 
and a West Indian father. He was recruited 
to Islam in a young offenders’ institution 
and later to its militant wing in a Brixton 
mosque. 


alone clamp down on, al-Qa’eda recruitment 
in such places as Brixton. He glossed over 
the risks to the public and quickly moved on 
to the safer ground of combating ‘Islamo- 
phobia’ and the British National Party. One 
shudders to think of the terrorist schemes 
that may even now be in train, and which 
might so easily have been nipped in the bud 
if the authorities had acted promptly. To use 
intelligence properly requires well, intelli- 
gence. We ought not to have required Sep- 
tember 11th to teach us that.” 


And even more to the point:- 


“The suffocating atmosphere of mulTti- 
cultural political correctness has, at least 
until very recently, paralysed the police 
and the legal system. Now it may be too 
late.” (JT’s emphasis) 


The picture we have here is very clear. 
There is now a huge non-white population 
pool in Britain from which Islamic militants 
can be recruited. And these do not just com- 
prise people of Arab or Asian origin; Reid 
was part white, part West Indian. Many 
Afro-Caribbeans or mixtures of the same are 
ripe for conversion to Islam — we have heard, 
of course, of the Black Muslims. As the multi- 
racial society breaks down, as nationalists 
have always warned that it would, this popu- 
lation — particularly its younger elements — is 
becoming increasingly alienated, as events 
in the North of England last Summer made 
Clear. Into the breach step the recruiting 
officers for terrorism — with ample prospects 
lined up.and available. 


Authorities paralysed 


But when it comes to action by the author- 
ities to combat the danger, there is paralysis. 
The politically correct culture that dominates 
the police hierarchy rules that ethnic minority 
groups must not be offended. Every officer 
contemplating firm action where this might 
involve treading on the toes of the minorities 
(whether these be defined by race or religion) 
knows that he is likely to have to answer to 
some interfering commissar of the race 
relations industry who can, and very likely 
will, block his future promotion. 

In the days when this was an overwhem- 
ingly white country with non-Europeans, 
where they were present, sticking out like 
sore thumbs, there would have been none of 
these problems. No such recruitment pool 
would have existed. And as for keeping 
surveillance on possible Islamic terrorists, 
this would have been a simple matter with 
the very tiny number of ‘ethnics’ in our midst. 
A man or woman of Middle-Eastern, Asian or 
Negro appearance seen in the vicinity of an 
airport or any other important public place 
would immediately have become an object 
of suspicion, and treated accordingly. Now 
there are hundreds of thousands of such 
people, and amongst them the terrorist is like 
a needle in a haystack. 

The solution? We should not, as some 
would advocate, regard all Muslims as a 
threat — just because they are Muslims. This 
is a racial issue and we should tackle it at a 
racial level. Remove the ethnic minorities, 
whether Muslim or otherwise, from Britain 
and the terrorist problem is 90 per cent 
solved. 


How to bea 
good citizen 


The Euro-twits in Brussels 
are dreaming up new legislation 
which will outlaw holocaust 
denial, racism and this column's 
favourite party game, xeno- 
phobia. Taking this to its logical 
conclusion, it would seem that, 
when the finishing touches are 
put to the monstrous European 
super-state, it will be quite 
legitimate to come out with 
something like: “I really detest 
the EU and all it stands for. As 
for being a European, | hate that 
too, and would prefer to be 
Chinese if given the chance.” 
Now what could be less xeno- 
phobic than that? 


Courtroom drama 
Staying, if you can stand it, 
in Brussels for the moment, we 
reported here in August that 
some intrepid Palestinians were 
prosecuting Mr. Ariel Sharon, 
the Israeli Prime Minister, for 
war crimes and acts of geno- 
cide. Now we read that Mr. 
Sharon's legal team have told 
the Belgian appeals court that if 
the case goes ahead it could 
violate international law and set 
back relations between Israel 
and Belgium. We confer on 
these people the annual Junius 
award for unbridled arrogance. 


Home from home 
— for some! 


In recent correspondence we 
learned that, in a North East 
prison, inmates can receive only 
those magazines and news- 
papers which have been 
stamped by a newsagent. Thus 
Spearhead and Freedom are 
denied to those inside. Was 
this, we wondered, a Home 
Office ruling? Indeed it was. 
And did it apply across the 
board? Indeed it did not! Pur- 
suing our inquiries, we spoke to 
a lady working in what she 
described as a ‘relaxed’ prison 
in Kent, who told us that chums 
or relatives could send in, or 
bring in, whatever they wanted 
to. No problem. 

Now, while we cannot apply 
any rule of thumb here, it app- 
ears to work rather like this: If 
you are some desperado who 
has nicked a ballpoint pen from 
W.H.Smith, you may well end 
up in a top-security institution 
where there are few privileges. 
On the other hand, if you are an 
establishment figure, like 
Jeffrey Archer, who has had 
the rotten luck to get sent down 
for perverting the course of 
justice, or maybe a financial 
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genius whose demanding life 
style has forced you into pur- 
loining a few millions of some- 
body else’s money, then it’s the 
holiday camp atmosphere for 
you! 

While we have no wish to 
get involved in the minutiae of 
Party policy, we rather hope 
that, under a nationalist govern- 
ment, a prison sentence will 
mean just that, without refer- 
ence to who or what you are. 


No go for Ngo 


Although, in general, 
ambition is to be applauded, it 
should, we believe, ever be 
tempered with compassion. 
Unfortunately Phuong Ngo, 
deputy mayor of Cabramatta in 
South Western Sydney, was 
not the compassionate sort. He 
coveted Mr. John Newman’s 
seat in the New South Wales 
state parliament and, to set 
things rolling, as it were, he 
hired an assassin to visit Mr. 
Newman’s home and put two 
fatal bullets in his chest. He 
was sent down for life. We 
think he should have been put 
down for good. 


Ticket to paradise? 

We seem to spend an inord- 
inate amount of time in the 
supermarket making sure, as 
far as is humanly possible, that 
only British produce ends up in 
the trolley. Obviously things like 
wine and corned beef present a 
problem, but at least nothing 
from Argentina gets past the 
eagle eye of your columnist. 

Which reminds us of the 
heartrending story of Jane, who 
went shopping for a hubby in 
The Gambia, as we reported in 
Spearhead No. 389. And now 
we have the truly tear-jerking 
and poignant tale of Sarah, who 
married the love of her life, 
Huseyin a Turkish barman, her 
parents picking up the £1,500 
bill for the local festivities 
involved. After the wedding 
bells — or whatever they have in 
Turkey — Sarah and family 
forked out another £1,000 to 
help Huseyin get a visa but, 
sorry to say, the cash somehow 


got spent elsewhere. However, 
he did finally arrive in Kettering, 
where dad-in-law had found 
him a job, but then pushed off 
and was not seen or heard of 
for a couple of weeks, until the 
unlucky bride got a ‘phone call 
informing her that he was 
shacked up in the North-East 
with a pregnant girl friend. He, 
would you believe it, is now 
filing for divorce, while she is 
trying to get him deported. 

We will never claim that Anglo- 
Saxon-Celtic man is perfect 
but, you should face it ladies, 
home-grown is best! 


What is an Afghan? 

Speaking of tribes, it is 
salutary to remember that 
before September 11th Afghan- 
istan was scarcely an everyday 
topic at the ‘local’. Now all has 
changed, and interesting facts 
have emerged. What most folk 
thought to be a nation is in fact 
a conglomeration of several 
different, independent peoples 
who at best live in mutual 
suspicion of each other, and 
seem to have no compunction 
about cutting a throat or two 
when the mood takes them. 
The Pentagon’s ally, the North- 
ern Alliance, itself comprises 
14 separate tribes — uneasily, 
and scarcely permanently, 
united in the cause to defeat 
the Taliban. Oddly, these fierce 
assertions of racial identity 
seem to have been taken for 
granted by the media and the 
politically correct establishment 
as a whole. It seems that 
maniacal tribalism is OK in 
Afghanistan but, when Western 
Europe is invaded and occupied 
by millions of all the races under 
then sun, the natives are threat- 
ened with punishment if they so 
much as make a murmur in 
protest. Yet surely they also 
have rights, including that most 
vital right to live, and enjoy that 
life, in the company of their 
own kind. 


Both sides of the coin 
“Race-hate yobs sink to new 

low,” screeched the Tyneside 

Evening Chronicle when report- 


ing on the peaceful BNP leaflet- 
ing of the Bensham district of 
Gateshead. “The police,” we 
were told, “have launched a 
hunt for the racists.” At around 
the same time, several miles to 
the South in Bradford, Brown 
Owl Lucy-Jane Marshall, aged 
22, was being pelted with 
stones and called a “Christian 
bitch.” As the victim herself 
said, “If that isn’t racist, what 
is?” As for the brownies, who 
have met in the parish church 
for over 20 years, they have 
had to choose a safer meeting 
place. No doubt all will be 
comforted by the comments of 
a West Yorkshire police spokes- 
man who “deplored” the 
incident, which is “being looked 
into.” 


A sporting chronicle 


Sport England (what a 
ghastly name!) is, if you have 
not already guessed, a quango, 
and one which has been roundly 
condemned by MPs for its 
pathetic handling of the 
Wembley Stadium affair and 
other little cock-ups. And yet, 
when chief executive Derek 
Casey decided, voluntarily, that 
maybe it was time to quit, 
Richard Caborn MP, the 
Minister for Culture, Media and 
Sport (where do they find these 
names?), fixed him up with a 
pay-off off worth £494,000. 
Ministerial colleagues, perhaps 
reflecting on their self-righteous 
indignation whenever private 
industry rewards failure, were 
none too pleased. The Oppos- 
ition thought it might be hush 
money. Well they should know! 


Lament at Westminster 
“Well, you know how it is. 
Journalists are always snooping 

about, and we do have this 
noble tradition of one party 
spilling the beans on the other. 
The public begins to get a bit 
uptight about it all; thinks that 
we’re all crooks. So we hire this 
Filkin woman. | mean, she’s not 
supposed to actually do any- 
thing, but just be around in case 
of something or other. Then 
guess what happens. She wants 
to see private papers and starts 
to ask all sorts of awkward 
questions. Gives poor old Keith 
Vaz a hell of a time, and that 
when he’s not feeling too good. 
Said she came from the Inland 
Revenue. Got ourselves a rott- 
weiler when we only needed a 
poodle. | mean, who can feel 
safe in an atmosphere like 
that?” 
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The Editor 
‘Spearhead’ 

PO Box 2471 

Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: | was horrified to receive a recent BNP 
membership bulletin which shows (if it is 
not intentional) an incredible political 
naivity. The party is now effectively supp- 
orting Sharon of Israel, Blair and Bush in 
their campaign to destroy Islam, which, 
worldwide, is the last bastion against 
Zionist world government. 

| yield to no-one in my strength of feeling 
that all non-white immigrants to the UK, 
including Muslims, have no place here; but 
the fact remains that Islam is now the only 
fighting force to oppose Zionism and its 
evil influence in the world. Of course, Islam 
is not doing it for us, but that does not 
dimin- ish its broad value to our cause. 

| served in Palestine. Egypt and Trans- 
jordan. Furthermore, | have recently been 
in Yemen, so | have some knowledge of 
Islam. Real Muslims wish to secure their 
own countries, not to take over ours. They 
are under pressure not only in Afghanistan 
but in Chechnya, Indonesia and many other 
places, including Palestine, where they 
have suffered atrocities for over 50 years. 
The BNP, if it is still genuine, needs to 
consider the Roman proverb: “My enemy’s 
enemy is my friend.” Until it realises the 
truth of this, it will get no more support 
from me. 
D.J. WILLIAMS 
Oxted, Surrey 


SIR: On page 8 of the November issue, lan 
Buckley uses the infamous quote from an 
alleged speech by Rabbi Rabinovich. This 
quote is a well-known fake; it was forged 
by Eustace Mullins, along with the Israel 
Cohen ‘Racial programme for the 20th 
century’ quote, which was exposed by the 
Washington Evening Star in 1958 and 
again by A.K. Chesterton, who published 
an article attacking Mullins in Candour in 
September 1970. 

In 1998 | drew this to the attention of 
the late Rosine de Bounevialle, who incred- 
ibly had endorsed:both-spurious quotes'in 
the August 1997 issue of Candour. Prev- 
iously, in 1994, | published a detailed 
history of both these quotes called ‘Not the 
Protocols of Zion’. | would respectfully 
suggest that Spearhead publishes a retrac- 
tion. Endorsing this sort of trash, unwitt- 
ingly or otherwise, only gives spurious 
credence to the likes of the Searchlight 
organisation in its ongoing efforts to 
denigrate white (Gentile) nationalists. 

A. BARON 
London S.E.26 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: It is not possible for us 
to check the authenticity of every quote or 
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claim made by our contributors. However, 
if the quote used by lan Buckley in the 
article referred to was not authentic we 
regret it, and we thank Mr. Baron for 
drawing this fact to our attention.) 


SIR: Ligaments bind muscle to bone, enab- 
ling the body to function. In rather the 
same way, religion (from /igare: to bind) is 
that which connects all other aspects of 
truth, so that the whole outlook in some 
way ‘makes sense’, and is not artificially 
concocted for a purpose. 

Pastor John’s ‘New Christian Crusade’ 
(Spearhead, November) has all the marks 
of just that. In spite of his astute ‘View of 
unfolding events’, it is hard to see how 
anyone could believe the conclusions he 
draws from biblical quotations. As an 
attempt to rationalise racialism, it is too 
obvious to be anything other than counter- 
productive. 

Most European nationalists have been 
Christian, and most probably still are. In our 
pluralistic societies we are increasingly 
used to working inter-denominationally. 
No-one wants any ‘sectarian bias’, still less 
to be ruled by clergymen (even Pastor 
Johns). 

But organised inhumanity justified by 
racial fanaticism is something the elect- 
orate fears, and this is what holds up 
progress. Christians of any sort hold one 
thing in common: in spite of failures, they 
cannot feel justified in treating their fellow 
men as anything less than human. 

So a respectful ‘nodding acquaintance’, 
at the very least, with mainstream Christ- 
ianity, open recognition that it lies at the 
root of our culture, might save the BNP 
from being burdened as it already is with 
the narrowest sectarian bias. 

JOAN WHITE (Miss) 
Canterbury, Kent 


SIR: Thank you for allowing both sides of 
the repatriation debate to be aired in your 
columns. 

| think the notion that there are large 
numbers of Africans and Asians just 
waiting for someone to pay their fares 
home is compleyely false. | cannot imagine 
that any of them would willingly swap their 
nice British dwellings, with all ‘mod-cons’, 
access to welfare benefits and the NHS, 
for a Third World hovel and a life of back- 
breaking toil for starvation wages and the 
potions of the witch doctor. 

What is needed is a new British Nation- 
ality Act confirming citizenship to those of 
us who are native Britons and restricting 
naturalisation to persons of pure European 
descent, good health and good character 
who can be assimilated without causing 
any perceptible change in the composition 
of Britain’s population. All others would 
then become aliens with no right to perma- 
nent residence or access to welfare 
benefits. 

L.J. IRVING 
Plymouth, Devon 


SIR: In his article ‘Fighting for an all-white 
Britain’ (December issue) John Tyndall 
speaks of zero ethnic minorities as a 


desired policy for the BNP. Does he literally 
advocate this? 

A.D. PERKINS 

Worcester 


(JOHN TYNDALL REPLIES: In an article 
already rather long, | was trying to save 
space by avoidance of superfluous refer- 
ences and qualifications. The phrase 
‘ethnic minorities’ was, in this context, 
used to mean minorities of non-white origin 
and therefore unassimilable. It did not 
include such people as those of Dutch, 
Polish, Latvian or other European 
backgrounds. Also, of course, a policy of 
zero ethnic minorities could not, in 
practice, exclude certain non-Europeans 
who would require to reside here as diplo- 
mats, embassy Staff, trade representatives 
for their countries, and so on. However, 
permission for such residence would have 
to include clauses prohibiting marriage to, 
or other sexual relations with, Britons or 
other Europeans.) 


SIR: The Chancellor, with uncharacteristic 
but refreshing change of attitude, has for 
once openly admitted that he will help 
himself to more of our hard-earned wages, 
instead of employing his usual method of 
picking our pockets secretly with stealth 
taxes. 

More money, he says, is needed for the 
NHS. Well, more and more money will 
always be needed for the NHS. It is an 
unwieldy monster that grows bigger in 
direct proportion to the money put into it . 

However, in this latest charade by Tone 
and his gang the NHS is merely a stalking 
horse. The fact of the matter is that, like all 
socialist governments that have ever been, 
this one is running out of other people’s 
money. 

More revenue is needed to plug the 
gaping hole in the fiscal budget because 
the foot-and-mouth fiasco, compounded 
by the ignorance, incompetence and panic 
of Tone and his gang, has deprived the 
Treasury of vast sums of money - far more 
than anyone will dare to admit. Also the 
asylum-seeker industry is costing the 
Treasury (i.e. the taxpayer) huge sums — 
again far more than anyone will admit. No 
tourists with money to spend; only 
immigrants looking for handouts — plus the 
lawyers and support organisations and 
landlords who make fortunes from it all. All 
money from the taxpayers, of course. 

There are too many fleas on the dog’s 
back. Those who produce nothing are 


‘proliferating and will soon outnumber those 


who produce everything. So the dog is 

constrained to support ever more fleas. 
That’s why Gordon wants more of our 

money. 

N.G. CHARNLEY 

Blackpool, Lancs. 


SIR: We are engaged in a war in a far-off 
country costing the taxpayer millions while 
we face riots on the streets at home. Why 
should we be sending some of our finest 
troops all over the world while our own 
country is in such a terrible state? 

R. BALLARD 

Southampton, Hants. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the 
items listed below should be ordered 
from PO Box 287, Waltham Cross, 
Herts. EN8 8ZU. Cheques/POs made 
payable to ‘Freedom’ . 


B.N.P. PUBLICATIONS 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. \llustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 


The BNP’s Manifesto for the 1999 Euro Election. 
24 pages long, it covers all the key areas in which 
EU membership is undermining Britain’s tradit- 
ional freedoms. 
£2.16 post-free 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Say ‘No to Muslim extremism! 


Spotlights the main danger from Islamic extrem- 
ists — not fanatics thousands of miles away the 
other side of the world but people here in Britain in 
our own midst, in our own communities. Price 
£8.00 for 1,000. 


Crime leaflet 

With soaring crime rates hitting inner-city, 
suburban and rural areas alike, this leaflet’s 
mixture of hard facts and humour should prove a 
winner all over the country. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Asylum-seekers leaflet 

Opposes the open-door policy for asylum-seekers 
that is allowing hundreds of thousands to flood 
into Britain each year and be given free homes 
and benefits. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Immigration leaflet 

Draws attention to the shocking figures that 
show Britons will be a minority in their country by 
2060. A real eye-opener. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Leaflet supporting Britain’s farmers 
Condemns destruction of the farming industry. 
Price £6.00 for 1,000. 


Postage rates for all the above leaflets are 
£6.50 for 1,000 and £7.05 for 2,000. Rates 
for larger consignments will be supplied on 
request. 


B.N.P. VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally January “97 

Video of the postponed 1996 BNP Annual Rally, 
held in London on January 25th 1997. Speeches 
by Dr. Donald Stevens, Nick Griffin, Richard 
Edmonds, John Tyndall and overseas guest José 
Ramos. 
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Freedom is the official newspaper of 
the British National Party. Retail price 
45p. Sample copy 64p_post-free. 
One-year subscription (British Isles) 
£8.65. For details of bulk rates and 
other inform- ation, write to: PO Box 
1032, Woodford Green, Essex IG8 9GN. 


Rally November “97 

Video of the second BNP rally of the year, held in 
Oxfordshire. Excellent regional reports, plus 
stirring speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick 
Griffin and John Tyndall. 

Prices of videos are £15.00 plus 83p p&p. 


OTHER ITEMS 
Key rings 
BNP key rings with logo in red, white and blue are 


still available at just £1.50 each. Postage 40p per 
order (overseas £1.00) or free for orders of over 
£15.00. 


Flags 

The BNP has the following flags in stock: Union 
Jack; St. George’s flag; St. Andrew’s flag; Welsh 
Dragon flag; Ulster flag. All flags are priced at 
£6.00. These flags shouild be used to decorate 
party meetings. 


Lapel badges 

Official BNP badges all in red, white and blue but 
in different combinations. Union Jack badges also. 
Price £3.00 plus 40p p&p. 


T-shirts 

North West London BNP is proud to present some 
great T-shirts which can be worn anywhere. 
These are illustrated: ‘United we stand’ (Flags of 
four British lands against map background of 
British Isles); “These colours don’t run’ (with 
Union or St.George’s flag on mast); ‘I stand for 
justice’ (Goddess of Justice with scales against 
background of Union Jack); ‘St. George for 
England — April 23rd’ (with drawing of St. George 
and the dragon). These capture the very essence 
of British Nationalism and cannot be 
recommended too highly. Only available at 
present in extra-large size, all are in full colour. 
Price £10 each including p&p. Make cheques 
/POs payable to ‘North West Trading’ and send 
to PO Box 128, Pinner, Middle- sex HA5 1XT. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


The Truth at Last 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other white 
race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial six-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Free Speech 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broad- 
casts made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the 
American National Alliance. Of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears monthly. Send 
USS$5 for sample copy. Subscription rates to the 
UK supplied on request. Write to PO Box 330, 
Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 


gritisn BLOOD qs 
YOR AFGHANISTAN 


Identity ts the official monthly magazine of the British National Party. 


_ With 16 full colour glossy pages, and a four page merchandise insert, 


—— een a 


plus articles on a wide range of topics, party news and new initiatives, 
Identity is a showcase for modern nationalism and a ‘must’ for 


| The cover price of Idontityis £1.95, tut all readers of Persian it earn WTO 
for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just £2.00. Please make cheques or Postal - 
scitthe ge capta nica and send to PO Box 51, uate bobcats tt 
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FREEDOM BOOKS (PHONE 0701 437.4137) 


P.O. BOX 20, MANSFIELD, NOTTS. NG19 6HP 


ANCIENT BRITAIN (James Dyer) £17.55. With 
over 130 illustrations and photographs, this book 
brings to life prehistoric Britain from the first 
occupation 450,000 years ago to the Roman 
invasion in 43 AD. A ‘must’ for enthusiasts of 
prehistoric agriculture, settlement. trade and ritual. 
1990 (rep 1995), 176pp. 

..AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £16.30. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 

ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £11.25. Con- 
vincing picture of life in our country between the 
4th and 7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was 
abandoned by the Roman legions to the Picts, 
Scots and Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £20.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE (Dorothy 
Whitelock) £7.85. Describes Anglo-Saxon culture 
and organisation and relations with the Celts 
between the leaving of the Romans and the coming 
of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE. THE (Richard Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £28.85. This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. There is an examination of the 
theory that these could be accounted for by envir- 
onmental influences, and this is accorded the 
remarkably small amount of weight it deserves. 
1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. W.C. 
George) £1.50. An academic destroys the myth 
of race equality by using scientific research. 7Opp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.50. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every 
aspect of Britain’s disastrous membership of the 
EU. 1987, 62pp. 


BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) £ 
1.85. A strong plea for British independence from 
the EU bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 


BRITISH, THE (M.I. Ebbutt) £3.40. Sixteen tales 
of myth and legend that shaped the British 
consciousness. Illustrated throughout. First pub- 
lished in 1910 (reprint 1996), 374pp. 


BY WAY OF DECEPTION (Victor Ostrovsky) 
£20.60. Elated to have been chosen and granted 
the privilege of joining the é/ite team of Mossad, 
the Israeli secret service, the writer soon learns 
that the organisation, with its twisted ideals and 
total lack of respect for human life, has turned the 
Zionist dream into a nightmare. 361 pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. A study of the organisations and individ- 
uals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate, and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get 
into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charmley) 
£22.80. A study of the Anglo-American relation- 
ship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous conse- 
quences of Churchill’s faith in US friendship. 
1995, xv,427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £20.80. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
Il leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591 pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John Charmley) 
£31.85. This massive work follows David Irving 
in its raising of awkward questions concerning 
Churchill as a national leader, though the author 
is more moderate in his treatment of his subject 
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The prices given in this list include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. For 
postage applying to overseas orders, please write 
first for information before ordering. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques or 
postal or money orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Books’ only, and should not be included 
in remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly if ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail order 
address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 20 
Mansfield 

Notts. NG19 6HP 


E-mail: britishfreedom@hotmail.com 

New titles are marked * 

Please note this fact, which is of great import- 
ance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many different authors holding a number 
of different political and/or religious viewpoints, 
very few of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent organisation, the British 
National Party. The party’s mail order book 
service distributes these books because it is felt 
that they fill important gaps in public information 
and understanding of vital national and 
international issues. This does not mean that all 
the content of the books should be taken as 
representative of the policies of the party. The 
party reserves the right to differ with some of the 
authors over some parts of their writings. 


than is Irving. 1993, 742pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £12.55. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A classic 
work by a mainstream historian, more relevant by 
the year! 643pp. 

COMMISSION FOR RACIAL EQUALITY, THE 
(Ray Honeyford) £36.35. The author, though 
sympathetic to multi-racialism, exposes the CRE 
and shows how it has a vested interest in 
depicting Britain as a society rotten with ‘racism’. 
1998, 313pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.75. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country.1966, 76pp. 


CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 


A superb 
explanation 
of racial 
differences 
in learning 
capacity (see 
this page) 


AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND (Col. 
B.S. Tuner) £10.50. An updated version of articles 
appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their 
political bias. 1992, 34pp (A4) . 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£20.80. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long-suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.50. An important work on the international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £9.30. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and injust- 
ices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £19.35. This book has attracted world-wide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems 
in America (and not just between Blacks and 
Whites). A comprehensive introduction to the sub- 
ject very relevant to Britain. 1981, 613pp. 
ECOLOGY AND EVOLUTION (Edited by Prof. 
Roger Pearson) £10.00. Various authors explain 
the evolution of the races of mankind, why the 
family is the basic unit of all successful societies 
and why ethnically homogeneous nations are 
most in accordance with human nature. 92pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£29.30; paperback £20.82. Comprehensive state- 
ment of the case for modern British Nationalism. 
A partly autobiographical account of the author’s 
origins, first political stirrings and subsequent work 
in building up the British National Party. A’must’ 
for all BNP supporters. First published in 1988, 
this is an updated edition published in 1998, 537pp. 
ENGLISH WARRIOR, THE (Stephen Pollington) 
£16.80.* An account from earliest times to 1066 
of the rites, social attitudes, mythology and 
mentality of Anglo-Saxon warriorhood. This illus- 
trated book is a ‘must’ for anybody interested in 
early English military history. 1996, 272pp. 

EN ROUTE TO GLOBAL OCCUPATION (Gary H. 
Kah) £9.95. A high-ranking government liaison 
official exposes the secret agenda for One World 
that even the most sceptical observer must take 
into account. 1991, 224pp. 

ESSAY ON THE RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, 
AN (Hillaire Belloc) £4.00. * In this classic book the 
author sets out a blueprint for a healthy economy 
based on well-distributed private property. 1936, 
78pp. 

EVIL EMPIRE, THE (Paul Hellyer) £6.00. How 
globalisation is destroying the economy of Canada 
and turning that country into just another US state. 
A mirror image of the situation in Britain. 1998, 
111pp. 

FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £2.35.A 
graphic portrayal of our political and social life by 
one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£17.25. Reprint of the classic that exposes the 
plotting behind the first great bloodbath of 
modern history. 1919 (reprint 1988) , 519pp. 
GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£7.00. The first comprehensive account of the 
structure and influence of the Bilderberg Group 
and the Trilateral Commission. A report of special 
interest to students of world affairs. 1980, 96pp. 
GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £16.85. How American national sover- 
eignty and social justice are being sacrificed to 


the gods of the global economy. A powerful plea 
for national freedom and economic nationalism 
with great relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Prof. Roger Pearson) 
£10.75. Covers race, eugenics and modern science. 
A scholarly but eminently readable criticism of 
egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD in Anthro- 
pology. 1996, 162pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE, THE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £11.45. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 

JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £13.00. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. 118pp. 


KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £8.85. A former farming journalist des- 
cribes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking number 
of independent farmers. A truly shocking but 
important book. 194pp, 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £9.00. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the western 
allies to Stalin for slaughter between 1944 and 
1947. 304pp. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £9.25. 
A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are threat- 
ening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


LOOKING FOR THE LOST GODS OF ENGLAND 
(Kathleen Herbert) £5.45.* Sifting through royal 
genealogy, charms, verse and various other 
sources, the authoress finds clues to the names 
and attributes of the gods and goddesses of the 
early English. 1994 (rep 2000), 64pp. 
MABINOGION (Translated by Lady Charlotte E. 
Guest) £2.90.* These 12 Welsh prose tales written 
in the Middle Ages, but thought to date back to 
the dawn of Celtic civilisation, are a masterpiece 
of European literature. They are sure to delight 
scholars, students, lovers of myth and legend and 
general readers. 1997, 209pp. 


MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.50. 
The author exposes usury and argues that the 
international banking system is an enemy of Christ- 
ianity and western civilisation. 1993, 30pp. 
MANY SHADES OF BLACK (John Bean) £9.45. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252 pp. 

MY AWAKENING (David Duke) £18.85. Perhaps 
America’s foremost nationalist political leader of 
the present day, thie author gives an account of 
his background, his political development and the 
Stirring campaigns in which he has fought, 
including the one that resulted in his being elected 
to the Louisiana Legislature. 1998, 717pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £9.10. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First pub- 
lished 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS, THE (Laszo 
F. Thomay) £8.60. An examination of racial ten- 
sions in anumber of areas, showing that they are 
based not on hate nor bigotry but on natural univ- 
ersal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£12.75. An exposure of the financial powers that 
seek to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 288pp. 


ORIGIN OF THE ENGLISH NATION, THE (H. 
Munro Chadwick) £ 15.40. An account of the 
origins of the Saxons, Germans, Jutes and Danes 
following their invasions and migrations, with 
relevant maps. 1983, 233pp. 


A revealing 
chronicle of 
betrayal by a 
Tory Govern- 
ment (see 
this page) 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£11.25. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable econ- 
omic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 582pp. 


OTHER SIDE OF DECEPTION, THE (Victor Ostrov- 
sky) Hardback £20.00; Paperback £8.95. In this 
sequel to By Way of Deception, the rogue agent 
exposes Mossad’s secret agenda and tells the 
truth about the death of Robert Maxwell and the 
near-assassination of George Bush Snr. 300pp. 


PEACE-WEAVERS AND SHIELD-MAIDENS (Kath- 
leen Herbert) £5.45.* This book shows how 
women played a major role in early English life in 
both peace and war. It relates the impressions 
they left in Britain and on the Continent, how they 
were recorded in early English chronicles and how 
they came alive in heroic verse and jest. 1997, 
64pp. 

PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £ 11.60. An eminent scholar argues that 
civilisation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923 (rep. 1983), 227pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.75. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements that have wielded 
it in the 20th century.1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00. The author, a pro- 
fessional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. £1.00. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4) . 
RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £18.85. 
Reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Saxons, 
Vikings and Normans, with information on related 
peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), vi, 273pp. 
RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY (H.B. 
Isherwood) £ 1.00. The author uses and quotes the 
Bible to defend racial separation. 1970, 16pp. 


RESPONSE, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.25. 
The author answers the critics of his previous book, 
The Trap, and explains point by point why they are 
wrong. 1995, 203pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £7.35. A series of incisive essays arguing 
that white patriots should adopt insurgent rather 
than conservative strategies to defend their culture 
and values. Although it is written for Americans, 
this book contains many invaluable lessons for 
British Nationalists also. 1997, 250Opp. 

ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £11.55. A former official of the Euro- 
pean Commission exposes the lies and deceit 


involved in the establishment of the Exchange 
Rate Mechanism (ERM) and the dangers involved 
in European monetary union and European feder- 
alism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta H. Webster) £15.95. Using a 
great mass of evidence, this book shows that 
there is some secret and directing influence behind 
the subversive movements of modern times, as 
well as of the past. Its conclusions cannot be 
shaken by offhand denial. 1924, 419pp. 
SHOCKLEY ON EUGENICS AND RACE (Prof. 
Roger Pearson) £15.00. 22 of Prof. Shockley’s 
original articles on race, eugenics and dysgenic 
trends in western society. 1992, 300pp. 
STANDARDBEARERS. £7.50. Subtitled ‘British 
Roots of the New Right’, this is a collection of 
essays on 20 political and cultural heroes for 
British Nationalists, showing that we do not have 
to look abroad for inspiration in such matters. 
1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian B. Monahan) 
£9.25. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. A 
superb exposure of the illegitimate power struct- 
ures that exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind 
the scenes’ of international politics by a 
renowned expert. 1987, 61 pp. 


THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich Nietz- 
sche) £9.20. A doctrine of racial progress towards 
the development of the Superman. This edition 
1969, 343pp. 

TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Elizabeth 
Freeman) £10.00. A collection of extracts and 
snippets from many writings of mostly non-liberal 
authors. Ideal for looking up useful quotes. Written 
from a Catholic viewpoint. 1984, 171 pp. 

TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £9.25. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global free 
trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 216pp. 
TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £10.00. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government of John 
Major in signing the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 
123pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
£1.25. A look at how organisations infiltrate the 
Government and Parliament to further their own 
interests, dealing specifically with those on the 
extreme left. 1986, 25pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£5.25. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. The writer 
once worked as a public relations adviser to lan 
Smith. 3rd ed. 1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson! £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 7he 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 


WORLD COUPD’ETAT IS PLANNED, A (Dr. Kitty 
Little) £1.25. An update and new dimension to 
Treason at Westminster, this book explains how 
the European Union is just another step towards a 
one-world state. 1997, 16pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£22.85. Sensational and courageous expose of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew who 
got into a great deal of trouble with his co- 
racialists as a result of this work. 1982, 9O4pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £11.50. A 
study of 20th century history, covering such 
events as the Bolshevik Revolution, the origins of 
World War II, the creation of Israel and the relation- 
ship between communism and capitalism. One of 
the very best books for those seeking an under- 
standing of the modern world. 1992, 205pp. 
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VERY GOOD BURNLEY RESULTS 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY candidates 
achieved most encouraging results in three 
local government by-elections in Burnley 
(Lancs.) over November and December. 

We reported two of these results in a stop 
press piece last month but made a mistake 
over one of them. This was where we 
referred to the vote won by Mark Terrell in 
Trinity Ward as coming to 10 per cent of the 
poll. In fact, Mr. Terrell’s vote (181 in 


aggregate) amounted to 19 per cent. We 
were aware of the correct figure but comm- 
itted a typographical error when putting it 
into print. This was not picked up by our 
proof-reader because he did not know the 
result. Our editor takes the full blame and 
extends apologies to Mr. Terrell. 

As correctly stated in our November 
report, Carol Ann Hughes, standing in Lower 
House Ward, won 283 votes (23.5 per cent). 


THE CANDIDATES 
Left to right: Mark Terrell (Trinity Ward); Carol Ann Hughes (Lower House); James 
Cowell (Rosehill). 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Please fill in 
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Both these by-elections took place on 
November 22nd — just before the vicious 
BBC Panorama programme on the party 
broadcast on November 25th. Many waited 
with interest to see whether the third by- 
election, due on the 29th November and after 
the broadcast, would yield a poorer result for 
the BNP in consequence. In fact, James 
Cowell, standing in Rosehill Ward, obtained 
230 votes, which came to 19.2 per cent of the 
poll — similar to the other results the week 
before. Reports from the local BNP do not 
indicate any big differences in the composit- 
ion of the populations of the respective 
wards, so it can be said confidently that the 
voters were not in any significant way influ- 
enced by the rabid anti-BNP slant of the 
programme. We also hear that Labour had as 
many as 40 canvassers out during the Rose- 
hill ward campaign. They must be sick at the 
BNP result! 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.30 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 

you want to 

find out what 
John Tyndall ~.. 
and the BNP 
stand for 


TWOSUGGESTIONS 
FOR 2002 


Spearhead has two suggestions for 
the new year which are put to the 
British National Party leadership in a 

| constructive spirit and which we hope 
will be taken up. 

One is that the party revive the 
Annual Rally, which in past years was 
a great morale-booster and fund-raiser, 
but which has not been held since 
1998. Last year there were a southern 
rally and a northern rally but no nation- 
wide rally for the whole UK. There is 
nothing wrong with continuing with 
the southern and northern rallies but a 
national rally should be held in 

_ addition to, not in place of, these 
events. 

The other suggestion is that the 
party revert to its former policy of 
pub- lishing in its newspaper lists of all 
party units across the country so that 
the British public — and prospective 
members especially — are able to see 
that the BNP is organised over almost 
the whole of the UK, and also so that 
such would-be joiners will be all the 
more encouraged to get involved with 
the party by seeing that there are 
active units in or close to their areas. 

We were never able to understand 
why these practices — an annual nat- 

. ional rally and the regular publication 
of unit lists — were discontinued. It is 


The meetings that 
never took place 


Readers who thought they were present at 
three meetings addressed by our Editor in 
Oldham, Sutton-in-Ashfield (Notts.) and 
Dewsbury over September and November 
will be surprised to learn that the meetings in 
fact never took place! 

This, at least, is what might be gleaned 
from readings of the official BNP public- 
ations, The Voice of Freedom and Identity. 
We ensured to get reports of the meetings to 
these publications well in time for them to be 
printed, but none of them appeared! They 
were neatly air-brushed out of party news. Acc- 
ording to the party, they just didn’t happen. 

By contrast, Spearhead always prints 
reports of BNP meetings that it receives. 
There are meetings of which we never 
receieve reports but this is not our fault. We 
did receive a report of a meeting that BNP 
chairman Nick Griffin addressed in Sunder- 
land last July, and this was faithfully printed 
in our August issue. So it will continue to be 
as long as the reports are sent to us. 

We mention these matters not in anger but 
in sadness, mingled with just a little amuse- 
ment. It illustrates jealous, frightened little 
people obsessed with factional quarrels rather 
than with our common nationalist cause. 


Anti-isilam demo in London 


On the 17th November British National Party activists held an anti-lslam demon- 

stration in London’s Parliament Square. Above is a section of the BNP team. 

Below two activists dressed up as Crusaders are pictured putting to the sword an 
effigy of Prime Minister Blair. 
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like to express their rocal cards could not 
thanks for the many greetings cards they __ be sent in all cases, and hope that senders 
received from readers and supporters will accept in lieu these greetings for the 
over the Christmas period. They trust season and for a happy new year. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND — 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover ful 
production and administrative costs. We therefore oy on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 


these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to. oe 

the magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. __ 

__ Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 

Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for | 
_ donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested — os case an © 

Ar yous be much appreciated. Thanks. — =—=—=—_OL_OL 
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HEALTHIER TIMES 


The picture above shows British schoolchildren celebrating Empire Day in 1933. Quite a 
difference from the schools of today! 

The youngsters here are being imbued with national pride and taught to respect their 
country’s history and heritage. 

They are being encouraged to stand up straight and salute the flag. 

And, it will be noticed, they are all white! 

In the schools of 2002, pupils are kept in ignorance of their history and heritage. If the British 
Empire is mentioned in classes, it is to denigrate it and portray it as evil and an ‘exploiter’ of its 
subject races. Our national flag is depicted as a ‘racist’ symbol and scarcely ever displayed. 

And a very large number of the pupils are black or Asian, with no attachment to our heritage. 
Political correctness rules. 

We in the British National Party believe things should be done differently. 

We want to see a return to the days when our young people were taught patriotism, made to 
respect our flag and encouraged to honour our achievements and our traditions. 

And something else: we want a country that is again white — and British! 
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British National Party, write 
and send 50p to:- 


The Secretary POeeeeRTOCCCOCCOCOOOOCCOCOCOOOOOCOOOTOCCOCC COC eT Teer rer rere rere reer errr errr rer 
PO Box 287 Satie Menus Cane a Ma ccith dina c ca Squenecte sadbededeaktkaaesesankaukuetencawwe re 
Waltham Cross 

Herts. EN8 8ZU 


Tel. 0700 900 2671 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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